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Speech by Slobodan Milosevic
Kosovo, 28 June, 1989

It was delivered to 1 million people at the central celebration marking the 600th anniversary of the Battle of Kosovo, held at Gazimestan on 28 June, 1989 
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By the force of social circumstances this great 600th anniversary of the Battle of Kosovo is taking place in a year in which Serbia, after many years, after many decades, has regained its state, national, and spiritual integrity. Therefore, it is not difficult for us to answer today the old question: how are we going to face Milos [Milos Obilic, legendary hero of the Battle of Kosovo]. Through the play of history and life, it seems as if Serbia has, precisely in this year, in 1989, regained its state and its dignity and thus has celebrated an event of the distant past which has a great historical and symbolic significance for its future.
Serbian Character -- Liberational
Today, it is difficult to say what is the historical truth about the Battle of Kosovo and what is legend. Today this is no longer important. Oppressed by pain and filled with hope, the people used to remember and to forget, as, after all, all people in the world do, and it was ashamed of treachery and glorified heroism. Therefore it is difficult to say today whether the Battle of Kosovo was a defeat or a victory for the Serbian people, whether thanks to it we fell into slavery or we survived in this slavery. The answers to those questions will be constantly sought by science and the people. What has been certain through all the centuries until our time today is that disharmony struck Kosovo 600 years ago. If we lost the battle, then this was not only the result of social superiority and the armed advantage of the Ottoman Empire but also of the tragic disunity in the leadership of the Serbian state at that time. In that distant 1389, the Ottoman Empire was not only stronger than that of the Serbs but it was also more fortunate than the Serbian kingdom.
The lack of unity and betrayal in Kosovo will continue to follow the Serbian people like an evil fate through the whole of its history. Even in the last war [WWII], this lack of unity and betrayal led the Serbian people and Serbia into agony, the consequences of which in the historical and moral sense exceeded fascist aggression.
Even later, when a socialist Yugoslavia was set up, in this new state the Serbian leadership remained divided, prone to compromise to the detriment of its own people. The concessions that many Serbian leaders made at the expense of their people could not be accepted historically and ethically by any nation in the world, especially because the Serbs have never in the whole of their history conquered and exploited others. Their national and historical being has been liberational throughout the whole of history and through two world wars, as it is today. They liberated themselves and when they could they also helped others to liberate themselves. The fact that in this region they are a major nation is not a Serbian sin or shame; this is an advantage which they have not used against others, but I must say that here, in this big, legendary field of Kosovo, the Serbs have not used the advantage of being great for their own benefit either.
Thanks to their leaders and politicians and their vassal mentality they felt guilty before themselves and others. This situation lasted for decades, it lasted for years and here we are now at the field of Kosovo to say that this is no longer the case.
Unity Will Make Prosperity Possible
Disunity among Serb officials made Serbia lag behind and their inferiority humiliated Serbia. Therefore, no place in Serbia is better suited for saying this than the field of Kosovo and no place in Serbia is better suited than the field of Kosovo for saying that unity in Serbia will bring prosperity to the Serbian people in Serbia and each one of its citizens, irrespective of his national or religious affiliation.
Serbia of today is united and equal to other republics and prepared to do everything to improve its financial and social position and that of all its citizens. If there is unity, cooperation, and seriousness, it will succeed in doing so. This is why the optimism that is now present in Serbia to a considerable extent regarding the future days is realistic, also because it is based on freedom, which makes it possible for all people to express their positive, creative and humane abilities aimed at furthering social and personal life.
Serbia has never had only Serbs living in it. Today, more than in the past, members of other peoples and nationalities also live in it. This is not a disadvantage for Serbia. I am truly convinced that it is its advantage. National composition of almost all countries in the world today, particularly developed ones, has also been changing in this direction. Citizens of different nationalities, religions, and races have been living together more and more frequently and more and more successfully.
Socialism in particular, being a progressive and just democratic society, should not allow people to be divided in the national and religious respect. The only differences one can and should allow in socialism are between hard working people and idlers and between honest people and dishonest people. Therefore, all people in Serbia who live from their own work, honestly, respecting other people and other nations, are in their own republic.
Dramatic National Divisions
After all, our entire country [of Yugoslavia] should be set up on the basis of such principles. Yugoslavia is a multinational community and it can survive only under the conditions of full equality for all nations that live in it.
The crisis that hit Yugoslavia has brought about national divisions, but also social, cultural, religious and many other less important ones. Among all these divisions, nationalist ones have shown themselves to be the most dramatic. Resolving them will make it easier to remove other divisions and mitigate the consequences they have created.
For as long as multinational communities have existed, their weak point has always been the relations between different nations. The threat is that the question of one nation being endangered by the others can be posed one day -- and this can then start a wave of suspicions, accusations, and intolerance, a wave that invariably grows and is difficult to stop. This threat has been hanging like a sword over our heads all the time. Internal and external enemies of multi-national communities are aware of this and therefore they organize their activity against multinational societies mostly by fomenting national conflicts. At this moment, we in Yugoslavia are behaving as if we have never had such an experience and as if in our recent and distant past we have never experienced the worst tragedy of national conflicts that a society can experience and still survive.
Equal and harmonious relations among Yugoslav peoples are a necessary condition for the existence of Yugoslavia and for it to find its way out of the crisis and, in particular, they are a necessary condition for its economic and social prosperity. In this respect Yugoslavia does not stand out from the social milieu of the contemporary, particularly the developed, world. This world is more and more marked by national tolerance, national cooperation, and even national equality. The modern economic and technological, as well as political and cultural development, has guided various peoples toward each other, has made them interdependent and increasingly has made them equal toward each other [medjusobno ravnopravni]. Equal and united people can above all become a part of the civilization toward which mankind is moving. If we cannot be at the head of the column leading to such a civilization, there is certainly no need for us to be at is tail.
At the time when this famous historical battle was fought in Kosovo, the people were looking at the stars, expecting aid from them. Now, 6 centuries later, they are looking at the stars again, waiting to conquer them. On the first occasion, they could allow themselves to be disunited and to have hatred and treason because they lived in smaller, weakly interlinked worlds. Now, as people on this planet, they cannot conquer even their own planet if they are not united, let alone other planets, unless they live in mutual harmony and solidarity.
Therefore, words devoted to unity, solidarity, and cooperation among people have no greater significance anywhere on the soil of our motherland than they have here in the field of Kosovo, which is a symbol of disunity and treason.
In the memory of the Serbian people, this disunity was decisive in causing the loss of the battle and in bringing about the fate which Serbia suffered for a full 6 centuries.
Even if it were not so, from a historical point of view, it remains certain that the people regarded disunity as its greatest disaster. Therefore it is the obligation of the people to remove disunity, so that they may protect themselves from defeats, failures, and stagnation in the future.
Unity brings Back Dignity
This year, the Serbian people became aware of the necessity of their mutual harmony as the indispensable condition for their present life and further development.
I am convinced that this awareness of harmony and unity will make it possible for Serbia not only to function as a state but to function as a successful state. Therefore I think that it makes sense to say this here in Kosovo, where that disunity once upon a time tragically pushed back Serbia for centuries and endangered it, and where renewed unity may advance it and may return dignity to it. Such an awareness about mutual relations constitutes an elementary necessity for Yugoslavia, too, for its fate is in the joined hands of all its peoples.
The Kosovo heroism has been inspiring our creativity for 6 centuries, and has been feeding our pride and does not allow us to forget that at one time we were an army great, brave, and proud, one of the few that remained undefeated when losing.
Six centuries later, now, we are being again engaged in battles and are facing battles. They are not armed battles, although such things cannot be excluded yet. However, regardless of what kind of battles they are, they cannot be won without resolve, bravery, and sacrifice, without the noble qualities that were present here in the field of Kosovo in the days past. Our chief battle now concerns implementing the economic, political, cultural, and general social prosperity, finding a quicker and more successful approach to a civilization in which people will live in the 21st century. For this battle, we certainly need heroism, of course of a somewhat different kind, but that courage without which nothing serious and great can be achieved remains unchanged and remains urgently necessary.
Six centuries ago, Serbia heroically defended itself in the field of Kosovo, but it also defended Europe. Serbia was at that time the bastion that defended the European culture, religion, and European society in general. Therefore today it appears not only unjust but even unhistorical and completely absurd to talk about Serbia's belonging to Europe. Serbia has been a part of Europe incessantly, now just as much as it was in the past, of course, in its own way, but in a way that in the historical sense never deprived it of dignity. In this spirit we now endeavor to build a society, rich and democratic, and thus to contribute to the prosperity of this beautiful country, this unjustly suffering country, but also to contribute to the efforts of all the progressive people of our age that they make for a better and happier world.
Let the memory of Kosovo heroism live forever! 
Long live Serbia! 
Long live Yugoslavia! 
Long live peace and brotherhood among peoples! 
TIME Magazine
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THE BALKANS

"I AM JUST AN ORDINARY MAN"

President Milosevic spoke with managing editor James R. Gaines, editor at large Karsten Prager, Central Europe bureau chief Massimo Calabresi and correspondent Marguerite Michaels

TIME: Many say that if there is hope at all for finding a political solution to the Bosnian war, it can't be done without Milosevic. 

MILOSEVIC: Maybe they are right. Maybe they are not. Who knows? I'm just an ordinary man who, by the circumstance of his position, can help by having a policy of peace, one that is honest and objective to all sides. We accepted the Contact Group plan [which proposed a 51-49 division of war-torn Bosnia and Herzegovina between the Bosnian-Croat federation and the Bosnian Serbs]. Before that, we accepted whatever plan was more or less evenhanded. We said from the beginning that there is only one solution for Bosnia and Herzegovina: one that will protect equally the interests of [the Serbs, the Muslims and the Croats]. 

TIME: How do you get there? You clearly had enough influence on [Bosnian Serb leader Radovan] Karadzic to get him to free the hostages but not enough to get him to accept the Contact Group plan. 

MILOSEVIC: The taking of hostages was an immoral act. We had to do whatever we could just to eliminate that dirty story from the history of Serbs. 

TIME: Why can't you do the same for the peace plan? 

MILOSEVIC: Until sanctions end, [Bosnian President Alija] Izetbegovic will count on Serbia collapsing under sanctions. For the Muslims, it is not important if that happens in two years or 20. They dream of a situation in which we collapse and then they with all their allies achieve their goal of establishing a Muslim state in Europe. The other side, the Pale leadership, since we are under sanctions, is counting on us finally getting [involved] in that war, that finally we will be [involved] in that war. If sanctions are lifted and relations with that main factor of stability, the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia, are normalized, Izetbegovic and Karadzic must face each other and make peace arrangements without any further speculation on what could happen. 

TIME: You talked about the humiliation of the hostage taking. Certainly it is no less humiliating for Serbs to have the Serbs in Bosnia using rape and detention camps in their prosecution of war. Couldn't you have called on Karadzic to stop it, especially when you had relations with him? 

MILOSEVIC: When we first heard via the foreign press that there were some detention camps and rapes, our first reaction was, "What about that?" The [Bosnian Serb] leadership explained, "It is absolutely not the truth, absolutely not." That was what was explained to us, and we then had a very deep confidence in what they were explaining. And I believed that just because of habit. One detail reported in the press: a Muslim girl who was pregnant by rape got shelter in a hospital in Switzerland. An abortion was not possible, and when the child was born, it happened to be Negro. No Serb was a Negro. Not one. 

TIME: The CIA, not a particular lover of radical Muslims worldwide, has reported that 90% of the atrocities committed in Bosnia and Herzegovina were perpetrated by the ethnic Serb side. 

MILOSEVIC: I don't have those kinds of figures. But it is absolutely unbelievable in that civil war. 

TIME: How would you describe your relationship with the Bosnian Serb leaders? 

MILOSEVIC: We cut off all our relations with all of them. We don't have relations. 

TIME: But there's still significant contact with General Ratko Mladic, the commander of the Bosnian Serb army [who is under investigation as a potential war criminal]. 

MILOSEVIC: Oh, yes, he has his family here in Belgrade. And he is--how to say?-- exempted from this treatment. 

TIME: Are you having any kind of interchange with [Croatian President Franjo] Tudjman? 

MILOSEVIC: Well, I'll tell you, I had some direct and some indirect contacts with Tudjman up to the first of May, when [fighting started in] western Slavonia. We are not [in contact]. 

TIME: Beginning in 1987 in Kosovo, you were talking about an ascendant Serbia, and people in Slovenia and Croatia and Bosnia feared living in your Yugoslavia. 

MILOSEVIC: All my speeches up to '89 were published in my book. You can see that there was no nationalism in those speeches. We were explaining why we think it is good to preserve Yugoslavia for all Serbs, all Croats, all Muslims and all Slovenians as our joint country. Nothing else. 

TIME: Yet your actions, at least, bespoke an interest in creating Greater Serbia. 

MILOSEVIC: Bosnia and Herzegovina was illegally proclaimed as an independent state and recognized. That recognition was like when the Roman Emperor Caligula appointed his horse as a Senator: they recognized a state that never existed before. The Serbs there said, "We want to stay within Yugoslavia. We don't want to be second-class citizens." And then the conflicts were started by Muslims, no doubt. And the Serbs, in defending themselves, were always better fighters, no doubt. And they achieved results, no doubt. But please, we were insisting on peace. The international community gave premature recognition first of Slovenia and then of Croatia and supported the independence of Bosnia and Herzegovina on a totally irregular basis. 

TIME: It supported independence in large part because arms were coming from Serbia, because paramilitaries came from here, and because the Yugoslav army supported the Serbs. 

MILOSEVIC: Under the military doctrine of former Yugoslavia, Bosnia and Herzegovina was the central storage place for arms, ammunition and the military industry. We had absolutely no need to send anything [to the Serbs] there. 

TIME: [Serbian paramilitary leader] Arkan was from Serbia. The paramilitaries came from Serbia. 

MILOSEVIC: You know, all those kinds of paramilitary formations were totally marginal in that war. There never were more than a couple of thousand all together. 

TIME: They did some appalling things. 

MILOSEVIC: That is different; that is a different problem. It is clear that any paramilitary formation on the Serbian side, on the Muslim side, on other sides never had more than a couple of thousand. 

TIME: Leaders involved in war on this scale have been known to feel haunted by the human cost. How have you felt being the leader of Serbia during this war? 

MILOSEVIC: It is a very, very tough and very unpleasant position. No doubt. But I must tell you, personally, I'm calm with that, having in mind that all we were politically doing was oriented to peace, from the beginning of the crisis up to now. 
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Q&A
'I Can Only Be Proud of My Role'
Sunday, December 13, 1998; Page C01
Ever since the breakup of Yugoslavia seven years ago, Slobodan Milosevic has been a central figure in the Balkan quagmire--first as self-appointed champion of the Serbs and then as the elected president of what remains of Yugoslavia. Rarely seen in public, he granted an interview last week in Belgrade to Newsweek contributing editor and Washington Post correspondent Lally Weymouth.
During a wide-ranging and often combative discussion which lasted more than two hours, Milosevic explained his position on Kosovo, a province of Serbia that was autonomous until 1989. Claiming he will not bend on his harsh press crackdown, he threatened to fight back if the NATO "extraction" force in Macedonia enters Kosovo and scoffed at U.S. claims that his regime is growing weaker.
Excerpts of the interview, which was conducted in English, follow:
Q: What is your response to [U.S. State Department spokesman] James P. Rubin's statement last week that you are "the problem" in the Balkans?
A: My duty is to protect the interests of my people and my country, so if it is a problem for somebody, I must tell you I can only be proud of my role.
Q: Do you think the United States has changed its policy and is now trying to oust you from power instead of working with you?
A: Oh, many powers have tried that. It is not [a] question of personal position; it is [a] question of political approach to problems in Yugoslavia and in Kosovo.
Q: The United States is now calling on Yugoslavia to democratize in order to get sanctions lifted. Your response?
A: When we finished Dayton [the 1995 Dayton accords, which ended the Bosnian war and divided Bosnia into a Serb republic and a Croat-Muslim federation], there was clear agreement that all sanctions would be lifted. But after the signing of Dayton, the United States created a so-called "outer wall" of sanctions. That was not fair.
Q: How do you feel about America and the Clinton administration?
A: As [the] greatest superpower in the world, you have one weakness--you believe that everything can be solved by force.
Q: If the United States had bombed Serbia as it threatened to last October when U.S. envoy Richard Holbrooke was here negotiating over Kosovo, were you ready? Did you have anti-aircraft guns in place?
A: We had no choice but to preserve our country and couldn't accept anything which would take Kosovo out of Serbia. Kosovo is the wrongest possible spot in the world to perform any kind of threat because of the sensitive position of Kosovo in the heart of every Serb.
Q: Will you give the people of Kosovo the degree of autonomy they had prior to 1989?
A: It was not appropriate [that] they had it, because they abused that power to terrorize the rest of the population.
Q: So the Serbs, who are 10 percent of the population [about 90 percent of Kosovo is Albanian], now control everything?
A: No, that is not the truth. The problem is that [the] media created that distorted picture. Many Albanians are in [the] administration.
Q: Will you allow the people of Kosovo to make the everyday decisions regarding their lives?
A: They cannot ask for more rights than others in Kosovo.
Q: Most of the people of Kosovo--the ethnic Albanians--want independence. You want to keep Kosovo as part of Serbia. Is there a compromise?
A: Kosovo was a region of Serbia and will always be a part of Serbia. That region is populated by many different national communities: Serbs, Montenegrins, Albanians and others. The approach of the Serbian government is that the national communities living there have to be equal.
Q: Are you willing to accept the American plan for Kosovo?
A: The plan has to be developed. [Right now, it] favors the Albanians. . . .
Q: Reportedly, you once had a vision of a Greater Serbia.
A: If you find anything in common with nationalism [in my speeches], I will say I was lying. We never had that program of Greater Serbia. I never said that. We were for preservation of Yugoslavia because all Serbs were living together, in different republics, but in one country.
Q: You talk about "foreign factors" stirring up Kosovo. What do you mean?
A: You know the implosion [of Albania occurred] a year before Kosovo. Their army disappeared practically and they are living in chaos. Albania is a factor of instability in [the] whole region. There is not one single terrorist faction in the whole world [that does not have a] base in Albania. And [there is an] Albanian narco-mafia which is . . . giving money to foreign journalists and politicians--bloody money [because] they are earning it dealing with drugs.
Q: What journalists, what politicians?
A: Many of them.
Q: Do you have any names?
A: Nomina sunt odiosa. Do you know that Latin sentence? Names are odious.
Q: Why are you shutting down newspapers?
A: They are completely free.
Q: Journalists are not free if they get fined every time they say something.
A: That is the law of Serbia.
Q: I understand you used to allow more [press] freedom.
A: The press is completely free.
Q: No, that's not true.
A: The press is completely free, but if you publish lies . . . you must pay a penalty.
Q: Bosnian Serb Gen. Radislav Krstic was recently captured by U.S. troops in the NATO stabilization force [SFOR] to be tried before the [United Nations] war crimes tribunal [for alleged crimes during the 1991-95 Bosnian war]. Did you assist in any way in his capture, and what's your reaction to it?
A: That was a very bad thing. We had nothing [to do] with his capture. . . . He was an officially active general of the army of Republika Srpska [the Serb entity in Bosnia] and was captured on the road by SFOR. That kind of secret accusation [his indictment was not publicly disclosed before his arrest] is not helpful to normalization of the situation in Bosnia.
Q: You are reported to be shielding four to seven Bosnian Serbs who played a crucial role in the Bosnian war. . . . Is it worth it for you to shield them? After all, isn't relinquishing them one of the conditions for lifting U.S. sanctions?
A: We don't see that tribunal as even-handed to Serbs . . . and that is a matter of principle. They're accusing Serbs for everything that happened and that is part of the distortion of [the] picture of what happened in [the] former Yugoslavia.
Q: What about the Bosnian Generals [Ratko] Mladic and [Radovan] Karadzic [who are wanted by the war crimes tribunal]?
A: Mladic is not here. [There are] 1,200,000 Serbs living in Republika Srpska. They had a civil war against [the] Muslims of Bosnia, or against Croats.
Q: But you armed them and you helped them, didn't you?
A: Of course we helped them. There were Serbs who were starving, who were in cellars.
Q: But the Bosnians were no match for the Serbs in the beginning, right?
A: Well they were not so strong--that is the truth, but Serbs were not taking their territory.
Q: Why didn't you call off that battle? Why did you have to turn it into all those thousands of deaths?
A: From the beginning of that crisis, we were for a peaceful solution.
Q: Let's face it, the fact is there were horrible slaughters of people and thousands died.
A: That was [a] tragedy.
Q: People say you could have stopped it.
A: We did our best to stop it.
Q: When was the last time you saw Gen. Mladic?
A: Many years ago.
Q: Could you turn him over to the war crimes tribunal if you wanted to?
A: He is not our citizen. He is not living in this country. He is [a] citizen of Republika Srpska.
Q: But could you turn him over anyway, if you wanted to?
A: No.
Q: And the same for Karadzic?
A: Same for Karadzic. . . . I don't believe that the war crimes tribunal is helpful. If that kind of tribunal was helpful, [it] would treat all kinds of crimes around the globe, not only the Serbs.
Q: In the United States, you've been accused of some of the worst crimes in this century.
A: I think the main problem in the United States is that we have very bad PR.
Q: But what about the facts?
A: The facts are all on our side. The truth is not very popular.
Q: But what about ethnic cleansing?
A: What ethnic cleansing? Where [did] we have ethnic cleansing?
Q: In Bosnia.
A: In Bosnia, all of them were doing so and we condemned them all categorically--Serbs, Croats, anybody.
Q: People say that the high leaders of your country were the people who gave the orders to do the ethnic cleansing.
A: No, that's out of the question; that would be a real crime.
Q: Do you have any regrets?
A: For what?
Q: Do you think you made any mistakes?
A: All I was doing was struggling for peace. . . . There were some mistakes, no doubt, but nobody can be immune to mistakes.
Q: What were your mistakes?
A: Nothing specific. I have a clear conscience.
Q: What happens if the [NATO] force comes into Yugoslavia to rescue international monitors?
A: If they come onto our territory, we will consider it as an act of aggression.
Q: And you'll fight back?
A: That is the duty of our army--not to allow any foreign troops to get into our territory.
Q: You're president of Yugoslavia until 2001?
A: Yes. I was elected [in] 1997. My mandate expires in 2001.
Q: You can only run for one term, is that right?
A: Yes, under our constitution.
Q: Could you change the constitution to make it so you could serve for two terms?
A: I had no idea to do so.
Q: But you're probably planning to remain in political life.
A: Well, I'm president of the strongest party--not only president, I am founder of that party.
© Copyright 1998 The Washington Post Company
This interview is desperate attempt of ruined dictator to show that he still remains a factor on Balkan. Recent shift of US policy towards Serbia disturbed Milosevic deeply. Ever since civil war in Yugoslavia started, Milosevic stopped giving interviews and speaking on public places. Every interview with him or his appearance in public is a rare occasion which can help us understand his diabolical mind. We can see that he is completely drawn away from reality and that he lives in some parallel world where different laws and physics apply. He has a similar paranoia syndrome that Stalin had. He fights against enemies around him, paid imperialist agents, domestic traitors, CIA, Pentagon, forces of darkness. His only friends are die-hard communists who still believe in Stalinism. He is buying oil from Libya, gas from Russia, radioactive salt from Belarus, sugar from Cuba while selling tractors to China.
[image: image3]
Let's analyze his interview question by question:
Q: What is your response to [U.S. State Department spokesman] James P. Rubin's statement last week that you are "the problem" in the Balkans?
A: My duty is to protect the interests of my people and my country, so if it is a problem for somebody, I must tell you I can only be proud of my role.
He is proud that because of him hundreds of thousands of people perished while millions of them had to resettle during Yugoslav civil war caused by his Stalinist ideas. He is proud that hundreds of thousands of people demonstrated several months against him during Protest '96 in Serbia. He is proud of 200,000 police officers that beat, torture and kill all who are against him. He is proud of his son Marko who built the biggest disco club in Balkan while he never worked a single day in his life. He is proud of his wife who got her own political party JUL created from the funds of Milosevic's Socialist Party. He is proud that independent media is banned in Serbia while their editors are questioned by the police. He is proud of the fact that millions live in poverty while his members of parliament are entitled to 3 servants, a car and lifetime salary.
Q: The United States is now calling on Yugoslavia to democratize in order to get sanctions lifted. Your response?
A: When we finished Dayton [the 1995 Dayton accords, which ended the Bosnian war and divided Bosnia into a Serb republic and a Croat-Muslim federation], there was clear agreement that all sanctions would be lifted. But after the signing of Dayton, the United States created a so-called "outer wall" of sanctions. That was not fair.
He forgets the fact that all indicted by the Tribunal in Hague must be arrested and sent to Hague.
Until this day Yugoslavia has not extradited a single person indicted for war crimes.
Q: How do you feel about America and the Clinton administration?
A: As [the] greatest superpower in the world, you have one weakness--you believe that everything can be solved by force.
This applies to Milosevic not to the United States. Milosevic ordered tanks to go to Slovenia, Croatia, Bosnia and streets of Belgrade to fight democratic opposition elected by the people of Yugoslavia.
Q: So the Serbs, who are 10 percent of the population [about 90 percent of Kosovo is Albanian], now control everything?
A: No, that is not the truth. The problem is that [the] media created that distorted picture. Many Albanians are in [the] administration.
Unfortunately, Serbs live badly on Kosovo. Person who conducted this interview was supposed to know how Serbs live on Kosovo. Only his servants live well oppressing both Albanians and Serbs. Good source of information is Kosovo.com run by the Serbs who live there.
Q: Will you allow the people of Kosovo to make the everyday decisions regarding their lives?
A: They cannot ask for more rights than others in Kosovo.
This confirms my previous statement about Serbs who live on Kosovo. Pay a close attention on the question. It was about PEOPLE OF KOSOVO not Albanians. And who are the others? His servants who conduct everyday oppression?
Q: Reportedly, you once had a vision of a Greater Serbia.
A: If you find anything in common with nationalism [in my speeches], I will say I was lying. We never had that program of Greater Serbia. I never said that. We were for preservation of Yugoslavia because all Serbs were living together, in different republics, but in one country.
Another bad question. Vojislav Seselj was behind the idea of Greater Serbia not Milosevic. Milosevic wants to preserve communism in Yugoslavia, he doesn't care about Serbs. He only used Serbian nationalism to mislead people. While many thought that they were fighting for Greater Serbia, they fought only for communist dictator Milosevic and his Stalinist Yugoslavia. Adolf Hitler also wanted that all Germans live in one state but we all know that he was just a fascist lunatic who wanted to conquer the world using German people.
Q: Why are you shutting down newspapers?
A: They are completely free.
Milosevic doesn't answer the question. He is either demented or he is arrogant.
Q: Journalists are not free if they get fined every time they say something.
A: That is the law of Serbia.
Another huge mistake by Milosevic. It looks like the law in Serbia is that journalists are supposed to be arrested from time to time for whatever reason that might be. He was supposed to tell us why they are fined and what are the amounts they have to pay. What is forbidden? Any law details or any cases that need to be mentioned to justify media repression.
Q: I understand you used to allow more [press] freedom.
A: The press is completely free.
Q: No, that's not true.
A: The press is completely free, but if you publish lies . . . you must pay a penalty.
Another refusal to answer the question and then a poor attempt to mislead people about media repression in Serbia. While citizens of democratic countries can sue the papers through civil law suits, in Serbia anyone can press criminal charges against journalists and the verdict is known within 24 hours while convicted journalist or the newspaper must pay the fine within 24 hours. Dnevni Telgraf, daily Serbian newspaper, was fined with $240,000 that was supposed to be paid within 24 hours on Saturday. You can read more about chronology of media repression here and if you are an attorney you can examine the Information Law.
Q: You are reported to be shielding four to seven Bosnian Serbs who played a crucial role in the Bosnian war. . . . Is it worth it for you to shield them? After all, isn't relinquishing them one of the conditions for lifting U.S. sanctions?
A: We don't see that tribunal as even-handed to Serbs . . . and that is a matter of principle. They're accusing Serbs for everything that happened and that is part of the distortion of [the] picture of what happened in [the] former Yugoslavia.
The fact is that Muslims and Croats were sentenced by the Tribunal as well as Serbs. Their list of persons indicted for war crimes includes all parties who participated in civil war in Bosnia.
Q: But you armed them and you helped them, didn't you?
A: Of course we helped them. There were Serbs who were starving, who were in cellars.
People who are starving need food not weapons. Is he talking about wine cellars?
Q: But the Bosnians were no match for the Serbs in the beginning, right?
A: Well they were not so strong--that is the truth, but Serbs were not taking their territory.
Bosnians are people who live in Bosnia. It looks like they fought against Serbia not that there was a war between three groups of people, Serbs, Croats and Muslims in Bosnia. One time, Karadzic had control over 81% of Bosnia and refused to sign any peace agreement. Fact is that Serbs are accounted for only 32% of population in Bosnia. What was the reason for the siege of Sarajevo and continuos bombardment of Karadzic's heavy artillery?
Q: Why didn't you call off that battle? Why did you have to turn it into all those thousands of deaths?
A: From the beginning of that crisis, we were for a peaceful solution.
Q: But what about the facts?
A: The facts are all on our side. The truth is not very popular.
Only mentally deranged person can say something like this.
Q: But what about ethnic cleansing?
A: What ethnic cleansing? Where [did] we have ethnic cleansing?
Q: In Bosnia.
A: In Bosnia, all of them were doing so and we condemned them all categorically--Serbs, Croats, anybody.
First he denies then he tells more about it.
Q: Do you have any regrets?
A: For what?
Q: What were your mistakes?
A: Nothing specific. I have a clear conscience.
Man without a consciousness.
Q: But you're probably planning to remain in political life.
A: Well, I'm president of the strongest party--not only president, I am founder of that party.
All he did was to rename Communist Party of Serbia to Socialist Party of Serbia. Communist Party of Serbia has been founded long time ago when Milosevic was not even born.
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This interview indicates that the only solution is to permanently remove Slobodan Milosevic from political life in Serbia. This is obviously a person seriously mentally ill who needs clinical treatment. I would recommend to Richard Holbrooke that the next time he visits Milosevic offer him clinical treatment in the United States. Don't forget strait jacket Dick.
FS Net Editor 

From http://www.freeserbia.net/Editorial/Milosevic.html
Chronicle of a War Foretold?
©2000 by Kasper D. Borch 
On June 28 1989 Yugoslavia's president Milosevic held one of his most significant speeches in front of a crowd of a million cheering Serbs. At that time Croatia, Bosnia, Slovenia, Macedonia and Montenegro were still a part of the Yugoslav federation with Serbia. More than ten years on the federation is shattered and the tale of atrocities beyond belief has been told in thousands of versions. What happened? Was a speech all it took to ignite the Balkan powder keg? This essay will take a closer look at the reasons behind the Yugoslav ‘explosion' and focus on the importance of history in the federation's break-up. 

Don't mess with the ancestors
"What happened to my grandfather happened to me as well". This old Balkan saying seems somewhat silly in the Western hemisphere, however, when you take the origin of the words into consideration they might be useful to keep in mind when trying to understand what has happened in Yugoslavia in the past ten years. 

The day in 1989 where Milosevic held his speech was not chosen by accident. June 28 is a part of a Serbian myth and we have to press the rewind button to understand why. On that particular date back in 1389 Serbians was defeated in a battle at Kosovo Polje. The defeat created a trauma that still influences the political thinking in Serbia and it is as important to Serbian nationalists as the West Bank and Judea is to Jewish fundamentalists. Kosovo is nothing but the cradle of Serbian culture — according to the Serbs, and Serbian writers have made frequent use of Kosovo Polje as a symbol of courage, national honour, holy ground and divine rights.

This is not the only myth you'll find in Serbian tales. Without going into details of the myths of the wolf, hejduk (haydut in Arabic), the myth of Marko son of a king or the myth of Milos Obilic it is safe to say that the Serbs have enough myths to keep using for propaganda purposes.

Kingdom for the chosen ones
In the 19th and the 20th century the idea of a Greater Serbia found growing support and in every war the Serbs were involved in they reminded everyone that they were - as always - being victimized. By the beginning of the 20th century the Ottoman Empire was crumbling and a wave a nationalism swept across the Balkans. In 1912 war broke out and it wasn't resolved until the end of World War I when the Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes was founded. The Serb PM at that time described it as the darkest day in history because the new kingdom meant waving goodbye to a Greater Serbia. 

The new founded kingdom was dominated by the Serbs. In 1929 the name was changed to Yugoslavia — the land of the southern Slavs (the Serbs). This gave rise to an anti-Serb movement led by Ante Pavelic and only five years later the movement was responsible for the murder of king Alexander.

World War II is the well known story of German atrocities, however, they were not the only ones to ‘misbehave'. In 1941 Croatia became a German puppet state led by Ante Pavelic and they soon began to slaughter everyone else but Croats — especially Serbs. During the war rival partisans fought the Germans when not fighting each other. In the end the Serb nationalists were defeated by the communists led by Josip Broz Tito.

Tito rules
Prior to WWII the conflict had been between different national ideologies but after the war it transformed itself to fight over the structure of the Yugoslav federation. Tito's rule undermined Serbia's dominance and during WWII the Serbs portrayed Tito's partisans as a Croatian-nationalistic organisation that would erase the Serbian identity in a future federation. Mr. Tito himself repeated several times that people within the communist Yugoslavia should become one nation in the end which of course was like waving a red cloth in front of an angry bull and poking it with a spear a the same time. However Tito managed to keep control of the federation until his death in 1980 by decentralising a lot of power to the individual republics and thereby keeping the different republics occupied. 

Tito was well aware that history was not forgotten so he made sure the it was glorified — but in vain. To the Serbs Tito's aim was to weaken Serbia in order to create a strong federation. This conspiracy-theories gained momentum in 1974 when Kosovo in the south and Vojvodina in the north were declared autonomous provinces with their own police and universities. At that time around 70 percent of the population in Kosovo were Albanians and they wholeheartedly hated the Serbs. The two provinces also had the right to veto any changes in the Serbian constitution whereas the remaining five republics had complete sovereignty over their territory. Consequently the Serbs felt that they had been singled out for unfair treatment. 

Losing the "cradle of Serbian culture" was of course a severe blow to the Serbs and with the clear knowledge that hindsight provides it is clear that this was a major mistake by Tito. A 1986 report by the Serbian Science-Academy underlined this. The report stated that Serbia was being discriminated both economically and politically and that it was about time that the Serbs created a state for themselves. The author found it difficult to understand why the Serbs didn't strive for this independent Serbia where the Serbs would be free from repression instead of tolerating the discrimination. 

Yugoslavia on automatic pilot
When Tito died in 1980 most people expected a quick break-up. That didn't happen. Though in the spring of 1981 the Serbs came down on an Albanian nationalistic movement with brutal force. The remainder of the 1980's saw Serbian repression and Albanians resisting but the big fallout didn't surface.

In retrospect it seems as if Yugoslavia was on automatic pilot because there was no clear successor to Tito. Comrade Milosevic gained power in the mid-eighties — until then he was just another grey and unknown communist. That would soon change however, and Milosevic would turn out to be no ones comrade but the Serbs'. He discovered that a strong sentiment of nationalism was boiling underneath the surface and to secure his own power all he had to do was to set it free. Even though he called himself a communist he effectively replaced communism with nationalism and with his nationalistic speeches he drove people in Yugoslavia towards the break-up. In effect Milosevic carried through an old plan of a Greater Serbia by constantly using the myths and the conception that the Serbs were the ‘Chosen Ones' constantly under threat by outsiders. This served as both an instrument and justification to the plans of expanding Serbia. The final straw was when he stripped Kosovo of its status as an autonomous province underlining that the province was a part of Serbia and nothing else. This was in perfect key with the Serbian people, their claims and their urge to create a Greater Serbia.

"The war in ex-Yugoslavia shows that the period of Tito only scantily concealed the ancient victim-trauma and myths and that it has left deep scars among a lot of people which has proved to be a perfect breeding ground for Serbian propaganda," wrote Ingmar Karlsson, ambassador and head of the idea- and analysis-group under the Swedish foreign ministry, in the Danish weekly "Weekendavisen" in June 1995. 

Recent history is more important than myths
What are the reasons behind the break-up of Yugoslavia? Well, it is tempting to ascribe everything to Serbian myths about how they have been victimized throughout history. That is not the answer though — it is only a small part of it. From what have been described in this essays it is clear that the reasons should be found in more recent history — primarily within the 20th century. "What happened to my grandfather..." is a far better explanation than going back to 1389. The horrific murders and partisan fights during World War II are known and remembered by everyone in Yugoslavia. It was not a coincidence that Serbian TV showed pictures of the late Franjo Tudjman side by side with Adolf Hitler. That was to ensure that all the atrocities of the WWII were kept alive and well. Furthermore everyone used nicknames from that time. Serbs were fighting the Ustasjas not the Croats. The Croats were fighting Cetniks and to everyone else the Bosnians were Turks not Bosnians or Moslems. This is not without significance. It clearly shows that they remember what happened to their grandfathers and that it is easier to justify their actions when fighting the ‘old' enemy. Or as an anonymous European diplomat put it in an interview with the Danish paper Berlingske Tidende in July 1992: "Everyone has something they have to revenge from previous wars."

Milosevic has now been removed from power and the West is celebrating, but is it the end of the Balkan problems? Probably not. Will they escalate like in the past ten years? Hopefully not. It is difficult to be sure however. Looking at the history and the importance of it, one would have to be deaf and blind not to fear that the Serbs could see the present situation as yet another prove of the myth that they're always victimized. What's the solution then? Well, given sufficiently democratic education and experience mixed with a lot of both economically and politically support from the EU and the West in general the mentality might change for the better. Serbian nationalists on the other hand might interpret such help in a different way and therefore it's safe to say that Yugoslavia won't disappear from the headlines in the next couple of years. There will be a lot of problems to be solved but one will remain: History cannot be erased and that will continue to generate dangerous myths.

From http://www.journalism.fcj.hvu.nl/Europe/mschronicle.html

