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There is deep  concern  in Yugoslavia because  of s tagna ting social develop ment, 
econo mic difficulties, growing social tensions, and  open  inter - e thnic clashes. A 
serious  crisis has  engulfed  no t  only t he  political and  econo mic arenas, bu t  
Yugoslavia's en tire sys te m  of law and  order  as  well. Idleness  an d  
irresponsibility a t  work, corrup tion  and  nepo tis m, a  lack of confidence in an d  
disregard  for  t he  law, bureaucra tic obs tinacy, growing mis t rus t  a mong 
individuals, and  increasingly arrogant  individual and  grou p  egois m  have 
beco me daily p heno mena. The resul ting blow to  m oral values  an d  to  t he  
repu ta tion  of leading p ublic ins ti tu tions  an d  a  lack of faith  in t he  com petence 
of decision - m akers  have s p read  apa thy an d  bit te rness  a mong the  p ublic an d  
p ro duced  aliena tion  fro m  all t he  m ains tays  an d  symbols  of law an d  order. An 
objective examination  of Yugoslav reality s uggest s  t ha t  t he  p resent  crisis m ay 
end  in social shocks  with  u nforseeable consequences, including such  a  
ca tas t rop hic eventuality as  the  fragmenta tion  of t he  Yugoslav s ta te. No one can  
close his  eyes to  what  is hap pening an d  to  wha t  m ay hap pen. Certainly, our  
na tion's  oldes t  ins ti tu te  of scientific and  cul tural crea tivity canno t  do  so.

In t hese fateful times, t he  Serbian  Acade my of Arts  an d  Sciences  feels obliged  
to  express  its  views on  society's  condition  in t he  conviction  tha t  t his  will help  
u s  find  a  way ou t  of our  p resent  t roubles. The na tu re  of t his  docu ment, 
however, obliges us  to  limit  ourselves to  t he  key issues  of Yugoslav reality. 
Regre tfully, t hese  issues  include  the  u n defined  and  difficult  posi tion  of t he  
Serbian  na tion, a  position  brough t  to  t he  fore by recen t  events.

In order  to  un ders tand  the  p rimacy of ethnicity in t he  p resen t  p rac tice of t he  
League of Com m u nis t s  of Yugoslavia it is necessary to  consider  t he  influence of 
t he  Comintern  on  the  Com m u nis t  Par ty of Yugoslavia between  the  two world  
wars. The Comintern's  s t ra tegy d uring tha t  pe riod  derived  fro m  the  conclusion  
tha t  following the  failure of t he  p roletarian  revolu tion  in Western  Europe, the  
Com m u nis t  pa r ties  of Eastern, Central, and  Southern  Europe ha d  to  de pen d  on  
na tional m ovement s, even  though  they were expressly anti - socialist  an d  based  
on  the  idea of na tional ra ther  t han  class  u ni ty. Stalin engaged  in crushing all 
op posi tion  to  such  a  s t ra tegy (as, for  exa m ple, in t he  case of Sima Markovic, one  
of t he  foun ders  of t he  Yugoslav Com m u nis t  Par ty). In t his  s piri t, t he  solu tion  to  
t he  na tional ques tion  was for m ula ted  and  developed  theore tically by Sperans  
(Kardelj) in his  book "Razvoj slovenskoga narodnoga vprsanja" (The 
Develop ment  of t he  Slovene National Question), which generally served  as  t he  
ideological m o del for  Yugoslav develop ment  in t he  direction  of a  confedera tion  
of sovereign republics and  au tono mous  regions, which was finally achieved  by 
the  Consti tu tion  of 1974.



The two m os t  developed  republics, which achieved their na tional p rogra ms  
with  t his  Cons titu tion, a re  now the  m os t  arden t  defenders  of t he  existing 
syste m. Thanks  to  t he  political posi tion  of t heir  leaders  a t  t he  centers  of 
political power, t hey have held  (both  before and  af ter  t he  decisive years  of t he  
1960s) t he  initia tive in all m a t ters  affecting the  political and  econo mic syste m. 
They m o delled  t he  social and  econo mic s t r uctu re of Yugoslavia to  sui t  t heir  
own  desires  and  needs. Nothing would  see m  m ore  nor mal t ha t  t hey now defend  
the  s t r uctu re  t ha t  t hey s t ubbornly took so  long to  build, a  s t r uc tu re t ha t  
rep resen t s  t he  a t tain ment  of m os t  of t heir na tional p rogra m s.

No one needs  convincing tha t  separa tis m  an d  na tionalis m  are active on  the  
social scene, bu t  t here is insufficient  u n ders tan ding of t he  fact  t ha t  such  t rends  
have been  m a de  ideologically possible by the  Cons titu tion  of 1974. The 
cons tan t  reinforce ment  of and  the  com petition  engendered  by separa tis m  and  
na tionalis m have d riven  the  (ethnic) na tions  fur ther  fro m  one ano ther  to  a  
critical degree. The m a nipulation  of language and  the  confine ment  of scientific 
an d  cultural p rofessionals within t he  ranks  of t he  republics an d  regions  are  
sor ry signs  of t he  growing power of pa r ticularis m. All new e thnogeneses  are  
u nfor tuna te p rod ucts  of locally closed, regional ideologies and  shackled  logic, 
an d  they are also sym p to matic of a  re t rea t  fro m  a com m on  pas t, a  com m on  
p resent, an d  a  com m on  fu tu re. It is as  if everyone wished  to  flee as  fas t  and  as  
far  as  possible fro m  a collapsing house. Mental a t ti tudes  warn  us  t ha t  t he  
political crisis has  reached  the  critical poin t, t h rea tening the  com plete  
des tabiliza tion  of Yugoslavia. Kosovo is t he  cleares t  expression  of
this.

No for m  of political opp ression  an d  discrimination  on  the  basis  of na tionality is 
p ro perly acceptable in m o dern  society. The Yugoslav solu tion  to  t he  
na tionalities ques tion  could  be considered  a t  its  inception  an  exem plary m o del 
of a  m ultina tional federa tion  in which the  p rinciple of t he  u ni ty of t he  s ta te  an d  
s ta te  policy was s uccessfully joined  with  t he  p rinciple of t he  political an d  
cultu ral au tono my of na tionalities an d  national minori ties. During the  pas t  two 
decades  t he  p rinciple of u nity ha s  become p rogressively weaker  and  the  
p rinciple of na tional au tono my is s t ressed, which has  in p ractice changed  into a  
sovereignty of t he  par t s  (republics, which are no t  e thnically ho mogenous  as  a  
rule). The weaknesses  t ha t  were p resen t  in t he  m o del fro m  the  beginning 
beca me m ore  and  m ore  visible. All na tions  are  no t  equal: t he  Serbian  na tion, for  
exa m ple, did  no t  obtain  t he  right  to  its  own s ta te. Unlike national minori ties, 
po r tions  of t he  Serbian  people, who live in o ther  republics in large n u m bers, do  
no t  have the  right  to  u se  their  own language an d  alphabet, to  organize 
politically an d  culturally, and  to  develop  the  u nique culture  of their  na tion. The 
u ns top pable per secution  of Serbs  in Kosovo in a  d ras tic m a n ner  s hows tha t  
t hose  p rinciples t ha t  p ro tect  t he  autono my of a  minority (Albanians) and  no t  
applied  when  it comes  to  a  minority within a  minority (Serbs, Montenegrins, 
Turks  and  Gypsies in Kosovo). Considering the  exis ting for ms  of na tional 



discrimination, p resen t - day Yugoslavia canno t  be considered  a  de mocratic 
s t a te.

 . . .Yugoslavia is seen  less  as  a  com m u nity of citizens, na tions  and  na tionalities  
all equal before t he  law, an d  m ore  as  a  com m u nity of eight  equal te r ri tories. But 
even this  variety of equality does  not  apply to  Serbia because  of its  s pecial legal 
an d  political position  which reflects  t he  ten dency to  keep  the  Serbian  na tion  
u n der  cons tan t  s u pervision. The guiding p rinciple behind  this  policy has  been  
"a weak Serbia, a  s t rong Yugoslavia" and  this  has  evolved into  an  influen tial 
mind - se t: if rapid  econo mic growth  were per mit ted  t he  Serbs, who are t he  
larges t  na tion, it would  pose  a  da nger  to  t he  o ther  na tions  of Yugoslavia. And 
so  all possibilities  are  gras ped  to  place increasing obs tacles in t he  way of t heir  
econo mic develop ment  and  political consolida tion. One of t he  m os t  serious  of 
s uch  obs tacles is Serbia's  p resen t  u n defined  cons titu tional position, so  full of  
internal conflicts.

The Cons titu tion  of 1974, in fact, divided  Serbia into t h ree par t s. The 
au tono mous  p rovinces within  Serbia were m a de  equal to  t he  republics, save 
t ha t  t hey were no t  defined  as  such  and  tha t  t hey do  no t  have the  sa me n u m ber  
of rep resen ta tives in t he  various  bodies  of t he  federa tion. They m ake u p  for  
t his  s hor tco ming by being able to  interfere in t he  internal relations  of Serbia 
p ro per  t h rough  the  republic's  com m on  asse mbly (while t heir asse mblies re main 
com pletely au tono mous). The political and  legal position  of Serbia p ro per  is 
quite  vague - Serbia p roper  is neither  a  republic nor  a  p rovince. Relations hips  in 
t he  republic of Serbia are  quite confused. The Executive Council, which is a  
body of t he  republic's asse mbly, is in fact  t he  Executive Council for  Serbia 
p ro per. This is no t  t he  only absur di ty in t he  limita tion  of au t hority. The 
excessively broad  and  ins ti tu tionally well es tablished  autono my of t he  
p rovinces  has  created  two new fissures  within t he  Serbian  na tion. The t r u th  is 
t ha t  t he  p roau tono my and  separa tis t  forces insisted  on  increasing autono my, 
bu t  t his  would  have been  difficult  to  achieve ha d  they no t  received  m oral an d  
political s u p por t  fro m  those republics in which separa tis t  ten dencies have 
never  died  ou t.

Relations  between  Serbia an d  the  p rovinces cannot  be reduced  solely or  even  
p rimarily to  a  for mal legal interpre ta tion  of two cons titu tions. It is p rimarily a  
m a t ter  of t he  Serbian  na tion  an d  their  s t a te. A nation  tha t  has  regained  
s ta tehood  af ter  a  long and  bloody s t r uggle, t ha t  ha s  achieved civil de mocracy, 
an d  tha t  los t  two and  half million kins men  in two world  wars  u n derwent  t he  
experience of having a  bureaucra tically cons t ructed  par ty com mission  
deter mine tha t  af ter  four  decades  in t he  new Yugoslavia it alone  was  
conde m ne d  to  be withou t  its  own s ta te. A m ore  bi t ter  his toric defea t  in 
peacetime canno t  be imagined.

The expulsion  of t he  Serbian  na tion  from  Kosovo bears  s pectacular  witness  to  
its  his toric defea t. In t he  s p ring of 1981 a very s pecial, bu t  never theless  open  



an d  to tal war, p re pared  by ad minis t ra tive, political, an d  legal changes  m a de a t  
various  periods, was  declared  against  t he  Serbian  people. Waged th rough  the  
skilful ap plication  of various  me tho ds  an d  tactics, with  a  division  of functions, 
an d  with  t he  active, no t  merely passive, and  lit tle concealed  s u p por t  of cer tain  
political centers  within Yugoslavia (more pernicious  t han  the  s u p por t  coming 
fro m  ou tside), t his  open  war, which has  yet  to  be looked  in t he  face and  called 
by its  p ro per  na me, has  been  continuing for  almos t  five years. It has  t hus  lasted  
longer  than  the  entire Yugoslav war  of libera tion  (from  April 6, 1941 to  May 9, 
1945). The Balli (anti - com m u nis t  na tionalist) u p rising in Kosovo and  Metohija 
t ha t  broke ou t  jus t  before t he  end  of t he  war  with  t he  par ticipa tion  of fascis t  
u nit s  was  broken militarily in 1944 - 45, bu t  it appears  not  to  have been  broken  
politically. Its p resen t  for m, disguised  with  a  new content, is p roceeding m ore  
s uccessfully and  is m oving towards  a  victorious  ou tco me. A final s howdown 
with  neo - fascism  did  no t  m a terialize; all of t he  measures  so  far  taken  have only 
re moved  the  expression  of t his  aggression  from  the  s t ree ts  and  in fact, its  
racially m o tivated  and  u nre t racted  goals, which are being sought  after  by all 
means  an d  a t  all costs, have only been  reinforced. Delibera tely d ras tic 
sen tences  are  even p ronounced  on  young offenders  in order  to  incite an d  
inflame inter - ethnic ha t reds.

The p hysical, political, legal an d  cultural genocide perpet ra ted  agains t  t he  
Serbian  po p ulation  of Kosovo and  Metohija is t he  grea tes t  defea t  s uffered  by 
Serbia in t he  wars  of liberation  s he  waged  between Orasac in 1804 an d  the  
u p rising of 1941. Responsibility for  t his  defeat  falls p rimarily on  the  s till living 
Comintern  heritage in t he  na tionalities policy of t he  Com m u nis t  Par ty of  
Yugoslavia and  on  the  acquiescence of Serbian  com m u nis ts  in t his  policy an d  
on  the  exorbitan t  ideological and  political delusion, ignorance, im mat uri ty, and  
chronic op por tu nis m  of an  entire genera tion  of pos t - war  Serbian  politicians, 
always on  the  defensive and  always m ore  concerned  with  t he  opinions  o thers  
have of t he m  and  of t heir  hesitan t  explanations  of Serbia's  posi tion  than  with  
t he  t rue  facts  affecting the  fu ture  of t he  nation  tha t  t hey lead.

Kosovo is not  t he  only region  in which the  Serbian  na tion  is being p ress ured  by 
discrimination. The absolu te  (and  no t  merely relative) fall in t he  n u mber  of 
Serbs  in Croatia is s ufficient  p roof of t his  asser tion. According to  t he  1948 
census  t here were 543,795 Serbs  in Croatia (14.48% of t he  to tal). According to  
t he  1981 census  t heir  n u m ber  has  been  reduced  to  531,502 or  only 11.5% of t he  
to tal n u m ber  of inhabitan ts  in Croatia. Over 33  peacetime years  t he  n u m ber  of 
Serbs  in Croatia ha s  declined, even in rela tion  to  t he  im mediate pos t - war  
period  when  the  firs t  census  was taken  and  when  the  effects  of t he  war  on  the  
n u m ber  of Serbian  inhabitan t s  in Croatia was  well known.

Lika, Kordun, and  Banija have re mained  the  m os t  u n derdeveloped  regions  of  
Croatia and  this  ha s  greatly encouraged  the  emigra tion  of Serbs  to  Serbia and  
migra tions  to  o ther  pa r t s  of Croatia where the  Serbs, being newco mers, are a  
minority an d  socially inferior grou p, grea tly exposed  to  assimilation. In any 



case, t he  Serbs  in Croatia are  o therwise exposed  to  a  sop his ticated  and  quite 
effective policy of assimilation. One com ponen t  of t his  policy is t he  p rohibition  
of all Serbian  as sociations  an d  cultural ins ti tu tions  in Croatia, which ha d  ha d  a  
rich t radi tion  da ting from  the  Aust ro - Hungarian  an d  p re - war  Yugoslav periods, 
an d  the  imposition  of an  official language tha t  bears  t he  na me  of another  
na tion  (Croatia), t hus  giving concrete  s hape  to  national inequality. A 
cons titu tional p rovision  has  m a de  this  language obligatory for t he  Serbs  in 
Croatia, an d  na tionalistically inclined  Croatian  linguis ts  are dis tancing it 
sys te matically and  by well - organized  actions  fro m  the  language u sed  in t he  
o ther  republics of t he  Serbo - Croatian  language area, and  this  is helping to  
weaken  the  ties
 binding the  Serbs  in Croatia to  o ther  Serbs. Such action  is gladly u n der taken  a t  
t he  cos t  of interru p ting language continui ty a mong the  Croats  t he mselves an d  
of eliminating international ter m s  tha t  are invaluable for com m u nicating with  
o ther  cul tures, par ticularly in t he  field  of science an d  technology. But t he  
Serbian  com m u nity in Croatia is no t  jus t  cu t  off fro m  their  ho meland  culturally; 
t ha t  ho meland  canno t  keep  itself infor med  of t heir  circu m s tances  or  of t heir  
econo mic or  cultural si tua tion  anywhere near  t he  exten t  to  which it is possible 
for  so me na tions  in Yugoslavia to  m aintain  con tact  with  t heir  com pa triot s  in 
o ther  coun t ries. The integrity of t he  Serbian  nation  and  its  culture in Yugoslavia 
as  a  whole is an  issue vital to  its  su rvival an d  p rogress.

With the  excep tion  of t he  Independen t  State of Croatia fro m  1941 -  45, Serbs  in 
Croatia have never been  as  per secuted  in t he  pas t  as  t hey are now. The solu tion  
to  t heir na tional posi tion  m u s t  be considered  an  u rgen t  political ques tion. In so  
m uch  as  a  solu tion  cannot  be foun d,the resul ts  could  be disas t rous, no t  jus t  in 
relation  to  Croatia, bu t  to  all of Yugoslavia.

The ques tion  of t he  Serbian  people's  posi tion  is given considerable weight  by 
the  fact  t ha t  a  large n u m ber  of Serbians  live ou t side of Serbia, especially Serbia 
p ro per, an d  tha t  t heir  n u m ber  is larger  t han  the  to tal nu m ber  of people of so me  
other  na tions. According to  t he  census  of 1981, 24% of t he  Serbian  people 
(1,958,000) live ou t side  of t he  Socialist  Republic of Serbia, which is considerably 
m ore  t han  the  nu m ber  of Slovenians, Albanians, Macedonians  an d  taken  
individually, almos t  t he  sa me as  t he  Muslims. Outside of Serbia p roper  t here  
are  3,285,000 Serbs  or  40.3% of their  to tal po p ula tion. In t he  general 
disin tegra tion  p rocess  which has  taken  over Yugoslavia, t he  Serbs  are  hi t  with  
t he  m os t  intense disin tegra tion. The p resen t  course which our  society in 
Yugoslavia has  taken  is to tally op posi te fro m  the  one tha t  has  m oved  for  
decades  and  centu ries  u n til t he  for mation  of a  unified  s ta te. This p rocess  is 
aimed  a t  t he  to tal des t ruction  of t he  na tional u ni ty of t he  Serbian  people.

Having borne  for  over half a  centu ry t he  s tigma and  han dicap  of being the  jailer 
of t he  o ther  Yugoslav na tions, t he  Serbian  na tion  was incapable of de riving 
s u p por t  fro m  its  own his tory. Many as pects  of t his  his tory itself were even 



brough t  into ques tion. The de mocratic bourgeoisie t radition  for  which Serbia 
ha d  s t ruggled  successfully in t he  19th  century has  re mained  in t he  shadow cas t  
by the  Serbian  socialist  and  labor  m ove ment  u n til qui te  recen tly because  of 
na r row - min dedness  an d  lack of objectivity on  the  par t  of official 
his toriography. This so  impoverished  an d  res t ricted  the  t r ue  pictu re  of t he  
con tribu tion  m a de  by Serbian  bourgeoisie society to  law, culture, and  
s ta tes mans hip  t ha t, defor me d  in t his  m a n ner, it could  not  p rovide me n tal or  
m oral s u p por t  to  anyone nor  could  it serve as  a  foothold  for  p reserving or  
reviving his torical self - confidence. The brave and  honorable effor t s
a t  libera tion  exer ted  by the  Serbs  of Bosnia - Herzegovina and  by all Yugoslav 
youth, which included  Young Bosnia, experienced  a  similar fate  an d  were 
p us hed  into t he  his torical backgroun d  by the  con tribu tions  of a  class  ideology 
whose p roponen ts  and  crea tors  were Aust rian  Marxists, confirme d  opponen ts  
of m ove ments  of na tional libera tion.

Influenced  by the  ruling ideology, t he  cultural achievement s  of t he  Serbian  
people are u n dergoing aliena tion, being u s urped  by o thers  or  denigra ted, or  
t hey are ignored  an d  re t rogress; t he  language is being dis placed  an d  the  Cyrillic 
scrip t  is gradually being los t. In t his  connection, t he  realm  of literatu re is 
serving as  t he  m ain  arena  for  caprice and  anarchy. The cultural an d  s piritual 
integrity of no  o ther  Yugoslav nation  is so  roughly challenged  as  t ha t  of t he  
Serbian  na tion. No o ther  literary and  ar tis tic heritage is so  disordered, ravaged, 
an d  confused  as  t he  Serbian  heritage. The political criteria of t he  ruling 
ideology are imposed  on  Serbian  culture as  being m ore  valuable and  s t ronger  
t han  scientific or  his torical criteria.

After t he  d ra matic intere thnic conflicts  of t he  world  war, it ha d  ap peared  tha t  
chauvinis m  has  los t  m o men tu m  was even on  the  road  to  oblivion. This 
appearance has  p roven decep tive. It was  no t  long before na tionalis m began  
rising u p  once m ore, and  every change in t he  cons titu tion  served  to  p ro mote its  
growth. Nationalism  has  been  p ro moted  fro m  above; its  chief p ro ponen ts  have 
been  politicians. The fun da mental cause of t his  m ul ti -  di mensional crisis is to  
be foun d  in t he  ideological defea t  of socialis m at  t he  han ds  of na tionalis m, 
which has  p ro duced  the  cent rifugal p rocesses  t ha t  have brough t  t he  Yugoslav 
com m u nity to  t he  brink  of ruin  and  which has  des t royed  the  old  syste m  of 
values.

Its root s  lie in t he  ideology of t he  Comintern  and  in t he  na tionalities policy of  
t he  p re - war  CPY. The revanchis m  directed  a t  t he  Serbian  na tion  as  an  
"exploiting" nation  tha t  was  built  into  t his  policy has  ha d  far - reaching 
consequences  for inter -  e thnic relations, t he  social organiza tion, t he  econo mic 
syste m, and  the  fa te  of m oral an d  cultural values  since t he  Second  World War. 
The Serbian  na tion  has  been  encu m bered  with  a  feeling of his torical guilt and  
has  re mained  the  only na tion  no t  to  solve its  na tional p roblem and  no t  to  
receive its  own s ta te  like t he  o ther  na tions. Therefore, t he  firs t  an d  fore mos t  
ac tion  m u s t  be to  re move this  bur den  of his torical guilt fro m  the  Serbian  



na tion, to  categorically deny the  con ten tion  tha t  it enjoyed  a p rivileged  
econo mic posi tion  be tween the  two world  wars, and  to  refrain fro m  denigra ting 
Serbia's  libera tion - oriented  his tory and  cont ribution  in crea ting Yugoslavia.

Com plete na tional an d  cultural integrity of t he  Serbian  people is t heir  his toric 
an d  de mocratic right, no  m a t ter  in which republic or  p rovince t hey might  find  
the m selves living.  The a t tain ment  of equality an d  an  independen t  develop ment  
have p rofoun d  his torical meaning for  t he  Serbian  people. In less  t han  fif ty 
years, over two successive genera tions, t he  Serbian  na tion  has  been  exposed  to  
s uch  severe t rials - twice exposed  to  p hysical exter mina tion, to  forced  
assimilation, to  religious  conversion, to  cultural genocide, to  ideological 
indoctrina tion, and  to  t he  denigra tion  an d  renu nciation  of t heir own t radi tions  
beneath  an  imposed  guilt  com plex, and  thereby disar med  intellectually an d  
politically, t ha t  t hey could  no t  bu t  leave deep  s piri tual woun ds  t ha t  canno t  be 
ignored  as  t his  centu ry of t he  great  technological takeoff d raws to  a  close. In 
order  to  have a  fu tu re in t he  international family of cultured  an d  civilized  
na tions, t he  Serbian  na tion  m u s t  have an  op por tu nity to  find  itself again and  
beco me a his torical agen t, m u s t  re - acquire an  awareness  of its  his torical and  
s piritual being, m u s t  look its  econo mic an d  cultural interes ts  square  in t he  
eyes, and  m u s t  find  a  m o dern  social an d  na tional p rogra m  tha t  will inspire t his  
genera tion  an d  genera tions  to  come.

The p resen t  de pressing condition  of t he  Serbian  na tion, with  chauvinis m  an d  
Serbophobia being ever  m ore violently expressed  in cer tain  circles, favor  of a  
revival of Serbian  na tionalism, an  increasingly d ras tic expression  of Serbian  
na tional sensitivity, and  reactions  t ha t  can  be volatile and  even da ngerous. We 
m u s t  not  overlook or  u n deres timate t hese da ngers  for  a  m o men t  u n der  any 
circu ms tances. But a  p rincipled  s t ruggle against  Serbian  chauvinis m  canno t  be 
based  on  the  reigning ideological and  political sym met ry in his torical guilt. The 
rejection  of t his  sym met ry, fatal to  t he  s piri t  an d  m orale, with  its  t ri te 
falsehoods  an d  injus tices, is a  p recon dition  for  m obility and  effectiveness  on  
the  par t  of de mocratic, Yugoslav, h u ma nis tic awareness  in conte m porary 
Serbian  cul ture.

The fact t ha t  ordinary citizens  and  the  working class  are  no t  represen ted  in t he  
app ropriate councils in t he  Federal Asse mbly cannot  sim ply be ascribed  to  
favoritis m  for  ethnic nationalis ms; it is also t he  resul t  of an  a t te m p t  to  place 
Serbia in a  position  of inequality and  thereby weaken  her  political influence. But 
t he  grea tes t  calamity is t he  fact  t ha t  t he  Serbian  na tion  does  no t  posses  a  s ta te  
like all of t he  o ther  na tions. True, t he  firs t  a r ticle of t he  Cons ti tu tion  of t he  
Socialis t  Republic of Serbia con tains  a  p rovision  to  t he  effect  t ha t  Serbia is a  
s t a te, bu t  t he  ques tion  im me diately arises: What  kind  of a  s ta te  is one t ha t  lacks  
au thority within its  own  ter ri tory an d  lacks t he  means  to  p ro tect  t he  personal 
p ro per ty of its  citizens, to  p revent  genocide in Kosovo, and  to  p revent  t he  
emigra tion  of Serbs  fro m  their  ancient  ho meland? This posi tion  u n derlines  t he  
political discrimina tion  against  Serbia, especially when  one  re me m bers  t ha t  the  



Constitu tion  of t he  Socialist  Federal Republic of Yugoslavia ha s  imposed  
internal federalism  on  Serbia, crea ting a  per ma nen t  source of conflicts  be tween  
Serbia Proper  an d  the  p rovinces. The aggressive Albanian  chauvinis m in Kosovo 
canno t  be contained  u n til Serbia ceases  to  be  t he  sole republic whose internal 
relations  are ordered  by o thers.

The Federal Constitu tion  has  for mally es tablished  the  equality of all t he  
republics bu t  t his  has  been  ren dered  worthless  in p ractice by forcing the  
Republic of Serbia to  renounce m a ny of its  right s  an d  powers  in favor  of t he  
au tono mous  p rovinces, t he  s ta tu s  of which is regulated  by the  Federal 
Constitu tion  to  a  considerable extent. Serbia m u s t  openly s ta te  t ha t  t his  is an  
imposed  ar range ment. This is especially t r ue  in regard  to  t he  posi tion  of t he  
p rovinces, which in reality have been  p ro moted  to  republics an d  which regard  
t he m selves far  m ore  as  cons ti tuent  elements  of t he  Federa tion  ra ther  t han  as  
par t s  of t he  republic of Serbia. Besides  failing to  consider  a  s t a te  for t he  Serbian  
na tion, t he  Yugoslav Consti tu tion  also created  insur mo un table difficulties to  
t he  es tablish ment  of s uch  a  s ta te. In order  to  sa tisfy Serbia's  legitimate  
interes t s, a  revision  of t ha t  cons ti tu tion  is unavoidable. The au tono mo us  
p rovinces  m u s t  beco me t rue  integral pa r t s  of t he  Republic of Serbia by granting 
the m  a degree of au tono my tha t  would  no t  des t roy the  integrity of t he  Republic 
an d  would  m ake it possible to  act  in t he  com mo n  interes t s  of t he  wider  
com m u nity.

The u n hap py m a t ter  of Serbian  s ta tehood  is no t  t he  only deficiency tha t  m u s t  
be cor rected  by cons titu tional a men d men ts. The 1974 cons titu tion  turned  
Yugoslavia into  a  very u ns table s ta te  com m u ni ty, p rone  to  consider  alterna tives 
o ther  t han  the  Yugoslav alternative, as  ha s  been  m a de  clear  in recent  
s t a te ments  by p ublic figures  in Slovenia and  the  earlier posi tions  taken  by 
Macedonian  politicians. Such considera tions  an d  fragmenta tion  lead  to  t he  
no tion  tha t  Yugoslavia is in da nger  of fur ther  corrosion. The Serbian  nation  
canno t  m eekly await  t he  fu ture  in such  a  s ta te  of u ncer tain ty. Therefore, all of 
t he  na tions  within Yugoslavia m u s t  be given the  op por tu nity to  express  t heir  
wan ts  and  inten tions. Serbia would  t hen  be able to  declare an d  define her  own 
na tional interes t s. Discussions  an d  agree ment s  in t his  vein m u s t  p recede  an  
exa mina tion  of t he  Cons ti tu tion. Naturally, Serbia m u s t  no t  take a  passive s tan d  
in all t his, waiting to  hear  what  o thers  will say, as  she  has  done so  of ten  in t he  
pas t.

 The posi tion  of equality t ha t  Serbia m u s t  s t rive for  p resup poses  t he  sa me  
initia tive in deciding on  key political and  econo mic issues  as  enjoyed  by o ther s. 
Four  decades  of Serbian  passivity have been  bad  for  Yugoslavia as  a  whole by 
failing to  cont ribute ideas  and  critical app raisals based  on  her  longer  s ta te  
t radition, enhanced  feeling for  na tional indepen dence, an d  rich experience in 
s t r uggling agains t  ho me - grown us urper s  of political freedo m. Unless  t he  
Serbian  na tion  within Serbia par ticipate  on  an  equal footing in t he  entire 
p rocess  of decision  m aking and  implementa tion, Yugoslavia cannot  be  s t rong - -



an d  Yugoslavia's  very existence as  a  de mocratic, socialist  com m u nity will be  
called into ques tion.

An en tire period  in t he  develop men t  of t he  Yugoslav com m u nity and  of Serbia 
has  clearly ended  in a  his torically worn - out  ideology, overall s tagnation, and  
ever m ore  obvious  regression  in t he  econo mic, political, m oral, and  cultu ral 
s p heres. Such a situa tion  impera tively requires  a  p rofoun d  an d  well - t hough t  
ou t, ra tionally groun de d, an d  decisively implemented  refor m  of t he  entire 
govern mental s t ruc tu re  an d  social organiza tion  of t he  Yugoslav com m u nity of  
na tions, an d  s peedy an d  beneficial integra tion  into t he  m o dern  world t h rough  
social de mocracy. The h u ma n  resources  of t he  entire coun t ry m u s t  be involved  
to  t he  u t mos t  exten t  in social refor m  in order  t ha t  we m ay beco me a  
p ro ductive, enlightened, an d  de mocratic society capable of existing on  the  
frui ts  of our  own labor  an d  crea tivity an d  able to  m ake our  fair contribu tion  to  
t he  h u m an  race.

The Serbian  Acade my of Arts  and  Sciences  is taking this  occasion  to  express  
once again its  willingness  to  p ro mote  t his  por ten tous  u n der taking and  the  
his torical as pira tions  of our  genera tion  with  all t he  resources  at  its  disposal.


