
Political Propaganda and the

Plan to Create a “State for all Serbs”

Consequences of Using the Media for Ultra-Nationalist Ends

Report compiled at the request of the Office of the Prosecutor of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia by Renaud de la Brosse, senior lecturer at the University of Reims, Champagne, Ardennes, France

Contents

I. Political propaganda: definitions, fundamental principles and Yugoslav particularities 

1) Use of propaganda: background and definitions
· What propaganda is

· Lawful and unlawful propaganda

· Effectiveness proved in the past

· Propaganda and a “State for all Serbs”

2) Fundamental principles of all propaganda
· Keep it simple

· Project your own faults onto others 

· Use the news to your advantage

· Repeat your message endlessly

· Rely on myths and history

· Create a national consensus

3) Summary of Serbian Yugoslav propaganda
· Media set up as a propaganda lynchpin 

· A rule: pit the Yugoslav communities against one another

· Use the media as a fully-fledged weapon

II. Media in the service of war

1) History manipulated to nationalist ends
· Responsibility of the intellectuals

· Milosevic relies on the media to consolidate power

· “Serbian identity under threat”

· Serbian mystique exploited by Milosevic

· Media coverage of “political masses”

· Attack on the media

· Television, the system’s lynchpin

2) Media at the heart of the Yugoslav war
· Justify the use of force against the enemy

· Stigmatise the opponent

· Conspiracy paranoia

3) Triumph of disinformation
· Disturbing news automatically minimised or distorted

· Broadcasting false news to stigmatise the enemy further

III. Bringing into line any alternative information or opinion as a condition for official propaganda to succeed

1) Serbian press under tight surveillance
· Psychological pressure on recalcitrant journalists

· Rejection of all media broadcasting federal information

· Plan of action against the independent press

· Direct involvement of the Milosevic couple

2) War propaganda and national cohesion during the Kosovo war
· A set “reading list”

· Punitive policy against the “traitors”

· Serbia as the victim of an umpteenth international plot

· New war waged against the “Serbian people”

· International press in quarantine

3) Reasons for the impact of propaganda on public opinion
· A population disoriented by a widespread crisis

· Support of the regime by the major opinion-formers

· Official press: sole source of information for 90% of the Serbs

· Impossibility of a democratic changeover of political power

· Lack of any critical spirit

I. Political propaganda: definitions, fundamental principles

and Yugoslav particularities

1. Many reports, studies, articles and first-hand accounts reveal that the ethnic policies observable in the former Yugoslavia from the end of the 1980s until the beginning of the new century shared the common feature of having been supported and made possible by media which became some of the most loyal supporters of the nationalist parties in power in the various republics
.

2. Tadeusz Mazowiecki, special Rapporteur appointed by the United Nations Human Rights Commission noticed early on the harmful influence some of the media were having on Yugoslav public opinion. In his Special Report on the Media of December 1994, he explained in particular that since the fighting began, the information put out by the media of the former Yugoslavia has mainly consisted of nationalist discourse and generalised attacks and insults aimed at the other peoples. He went on to add: it comes as no surprise that the phenomenon has directly led to the perpetration of horrible atrocities on the fields of battle and throughout the entire territory
.

3. Those that came to power following the implosion of the former Yugoslavia used the media like a weapon which could help them to attain their political goals in the short and long term. To do this, those in power in each republic sought to control the media in their territory, and in particular television, and transform them into the regime’s instruments of propaganda responsible for getting the population to subscribe to their political conceptions and actions.

4. With the media acting as go-between, nationalist political propaganda prepared and conditioned public opinion for the war – so fostering the worst atrocities perpetrated in furtherance of the ethnic policies. A few rare media professionals, witnesses at the centre of events, were the first to be unsettled by this. Such was the case with Nenad Pejic, former Sarajevo TV programme controller until April 1992, who believes that “without the media, and especially without television, war in the former Yugoslavia is inconceivable”
.

Slobodan Milosevic knowingly used and controlled the media in Serbia to impose the themes of nationalist propaganda to justify to the citizens the creation of a State – which would be home to all Serbian people – and also to strengthen his authority. For the propaganda disseminated through the press and audio-visual media to be fully effective, Milosevic personally ensured control over the public media, restricted the freedom of speech of the existing independent media by using all measures to prevent them from informing the citizens and made sure that the journalists followed the official line and adhered to the ideas and programme of the government – in short made sure that they bowed to the discipline imposed. The testimony of one of Milosevic’s closest collaborators, Borisav Jovic, demonstrates perfectly the way in which he used the media to establish his nationalist political projects. “For years”, wrote Borisav Jovic, “he paid the biggest attention to the media, especially television. He personally appointed editors-in-chief of the newspapers and news programs, especially directors-general of the radio and television. Perhaps in no other area but this was he in direct communication with all editors who “fed” the public with the news, comments and generally with information. He was deeply convinced that citizens formed their view of the political situation on the basis of what they were presented and not on the basis of their real material and political position. What is not published has not happened at all – that was Milosevic’s motto”
. Different methods and types of pressure were used by Milosevic to exercise his strict control
 over the news organisations and the professionals. Amongst the measures most frequently used by the Milosevic regime were, in particular:

-
journalists considered too independent in the public media were demoted and concomitantly those who enthusiastically served the authorities were promoted. Those journalists who most valued their independence were publicly condemned if not simply dismissed;

-
heavy taxes and fines were imposed, broadcasting licenses withdrawn, permits for more powerful transmitters were refused, supplies of equipment necessary for newspapers and radio stations were stopped, strong-arm operations were organised to restrict and sometimes wipe out the independent media’s capacity to provide the Serbian public with alternative information;

-
the independent journalists were attacked, some of whom were arrested, convicted, mistreated and accused of treason on account of their writing;

-
the political authorities used their influence over the economic sector and judicial system to put pressure on the media and the independent journalists.

The measures noted above were used throughout his reign by Milosevic and his regime to regulate the dissemination of news and to ensure control over the content of the messages conveyed by the media. We can, for example, illustrate this fact with the particularly aggressive campaign conducted from 1998 onwards against the independent press, preceding the international community’s intervention in Kosovo and Serbia, which was to silence every critical voice by banning independent media
 or, in October 1998, by adopting a new Information law threatening the professionals and press bodies with the most dissuasive
 economic retaliatory measures should they oppose the regime
.

5. However, while the media paved the way for the war which erupted with Slovenia and Croatia’s declarations of independence on 25 June 1991, television channels, radio stations and newspapers also knowingly sustained it by devoting themselves to the war effort and waging an intense media battle of hateful propaganda and biased and untrue information. By way of example, one might cite the false information passed on by the Serbian media regarding the supposed massacres of (Serbian) babies and/or children by Croats and Muslims.

On 20 November 1991, as the siege of Vukovar by the Federal Army and Serbian troops drew to a close and at a time when the number of anti-war demonstrations in Belgrade was growing, a Reuters correspondent, Vjekoslav Radovic, obtained information that 41 Serbian children, aged between five and seven years old, had been massacred in an elementary school in the village of Borovo Naselje
. Belgrade Television would devote hours of viewing time to the unconfirmed news. Described for the first time in a war report, the story would later make the front page of the newspapers and be the lead story of the television news
 that evening. In a news programme specially devoted to the events in Vukovar and Western Slavonia, the guest speaker was the freelance photographer, Goran Mikic, the first person to have reported the news. Photos of massacred adults were shown during the interview
 but none of the massacred children. The next day, 21 November, a denial from the Federal Army, followed by one from Reuters,
 was made public as the follow-up to the news programme looking at the massacre was being shown - forcing the presenter to provide justification and apologise
.

Although quickly denied by Reuters, the story was given widespread coverage by the media controlled by the Belgrade regime
, while the Reuters employee behind the story was fired but purportedly later appointed New York correspondent for Tanjug. None of the journalists from these media questioned the authenticity of the information even though the children from the village, which had been besieged for several months, had been evacuated and no elementary schools within the combat zone had been open for a long time. The substantial media coverage given to the “death” of the 41 children “who had had their throats slit by blood-thirsty Croats” would serve to reinforce the image nurtured by the Serbian media of a “criminal and genocidal” Croatian people just as it would undermine those who opposed the war and lead to a flood of fresh volunteers departing for the front
.

- Another lie meant to feed the hatred of the enemy that was bandied around by the Serbian media concerned the allegation that the besieged Muslims of Sarajevo were feeding Serbian children to the municipal zoo’s starving animals. This fictitious piece of news carried by TV Pale and its presenter Risto Djogo, the voice of Radovan Karadzic’s regime
, and also the SRNA press agency would be used by Tanjug and the media controlled by the Milosevic regime without any checks being made. In its 19:30 news watched by several million viewers, TV Belgrade broke the news via a radio link with its correspondent on location in Sarajevo: “The Muslim extremists have come up with the world’s most horrible way of torturing people. Last night, they threw Serb children to the lions in the local zoo. So says the Serb patrol.”
 

As such, with the collusion of media “professionals”, certain individuals on the political scene deliberately diverted the media from their primary purpose of informing and entertaining to turn them into mere propaganda tools serving their cause.

6. On all sides, the feelings and resentment of the peoples making up the Federation were indisputably manipulated and used – with everything orchestrated by true propaganda specialists - in order to stigmatise differences in identity and make it quite impossible for these peoples to live together within the Yugoslav region. The systematic undertaking by the Serbian media of Bosnia and Herzegovina to denigrate the Bosnian Muslim community, picked up by the Serbian media, constitutes a good example. Risto Djogo, TV Pale’s star presenter, proclaimed the superiority of the Serbs and the degeneration of the Bosnian Muslims, while his repeated attacks sought to wound the Muslims as a community deeply and to make the Serbian public wonder whether the Muslims belonged to the human race. The journalist, Katarina Subasic, reported: “One of the most notorious examples of Djogo’s presentations was when the sound of (Bosnian President) Alija Izetbegovic’s speech was followed by the images of a monkey”
.

Use of propaganda: background and definitions
7. The use of propaganda by the belligerents in the Yugoslav conflict was not new. In the event, they did nothing but reuse certain techniques and methods tried and tested in other contexts, especially, Nazi Germany of the thirties where the techniques of manipulating crowds using propaganda and disinformation
 had prepared and conditioned German public opinion for the Second World War and the genocide that came with it.

What propaganda is

8. It is difficult to explain what political propaganda is with a single definition as this would be overly simplistic and for this reason people have chosen to explain the “propaganda” phenomenon using all the existing definitions – each of which may stress one particular aspect or point.

9. Originally, the term propaganda had a religious meaning – more specifically the congregatio de propaganda fide (Congregation for Propagating the Faith) established by the Church during the Counter-Reformation – and did not assume its current (secular) meaning until the end of the C18th century with the advent of the French Revolution. It was during this period, in a Europe fundamentally unsympathetic towards the new republican regime, that ideology would band together with weapons to conduct modern warfare and that propaganda would become the aide of strategy
. At issue was not only spreading the revolutionary ideas among the population and armies – which would be done by “propaganda” associations – and to build and bolster national republican cohesion, but also to create fear and disorder among the enemy. Historically, political propaganda is closely linked to war and may certainly be viewed as war prosecuted by other means.

10. Generally, people talk of propaganda when dealing with “activities designed to shape opinion so that people share certain political and social ideas or support a policy, government or representative”
. Using specific techniques, propaganda seeks to influence the fundamental attitude of the individual and in this sense “is an attempt to influence the opinion and behaviour of society in such a way that people adopt an opinion and specific behaviour”
.

11. The techniques for establishing such influence have considerably evolved with the scientific progress made since then. From this viewpoint, the 20th century led to a quantitative and qualitative break with the past. Photography, the cinema, wide-circulation press, especially radio, and subsequently television, replaced the traditional means of spreading political propaganda such as music, oratory, poetry and sculpture. The new vehicles or means of political propaganda are now aimed at and reach out to many more individuals – helped by the urbanisation phenomenon – with new techniques (instantaneous sound and especially images) promoting emotion more than demonstration and tending more towards suggestion rather than explanation. This change which also occurred in advertising - from which propaganda borrows its techniques - leads us to a third, more exhaustive definition which explains propaganda as the “language for the masses (which) employs words or other symbols conveyed by the radio, press and film
. The propagandist’s aim is to influence the attitude of the masses on points which are subjected to propaganda or are matters of opinion”
.

Lawful and unlawful propaganda

12. All politicians and governments naturally seek to establish their legitimacy, gain support for their ideas and obtain the backing of the greatest number of people possible. The use of political propaganda, as means to achieve this, is therefore employed everywhere, irrespective of the political regime under consideration. Propaganda becomes harmful and reprehensible when it is used in a totalitarian manner to promote political objectives flying in the face of the respect of human rights and international law
.

Effectiveness proved in the past

13. The historical precedents exist to demonstrate the effectiveness of political propaganda and the ravages that it can cause. Stalinist propaganda, especially under the strict control of a man like Andreï Jdanov, would pervade every sector of society (politics, science, cinema, sports, painting, literature, music etc.) with a view to the coming about of a “New Man”: “a being” to be created to which ultimately any form of opposition would be sacrificed – through political purges, deportation of population groups and murders of opponents. Obsessive and focused on the cult of the leader (Stalin) and the repetition of dogma and slogans, Stalinist propaganda – to which Maoist propaganda could be likened – included censorship, centralised control of broadcasting means (media), and the use of news or staged events. Any other form of critical expression was excluded
.

14. It was however the Nazi regime, under the guiding influence of Hitler and Goebbels, which would break the most ground in using propaganda as a weapon in and of itself
 to mobilise the German masses around slogans such as the conquest of lebensraum and the defence of the German people (supposed to be the pure and superior component of the white race, the Aryan) – preludes to the establishment of a thousand-year Aryan empire. Unlike communist propaganda which generally sought to mobilise people around tangible objectives, Nazi propaganda did not any assign itself any specific goals but instead looked to cause emotional shock and played greatly on the irrational feelings of the masses. It sought to stimulate the hatred and hunger for power lying dormant in them. What makes it possible to characterise it is that the idea counted for less than the psychological shock it sought to produce on the masses by using techniques and procedures exploiting the psychic, physiological and unconscious mechanisms of crowds.

15. We have seen that Stalinist and Nazi propaganda was wholly directed at achieving totalitarian objectives, the coming about of a “New Man” and a thousand-year Aryan empire. The totalitarian dimension and the particularity of the propaganda used by Slobodan Milosevic’s regime from 1987 onwards reside in the desire to bring together the Serbian ethnic group within a single State
 and therefore implicitly to drive the non-Serbian populations out of all the territories in which Serbs lived whilst re-joining these territories to “historical Serbia”. A careful review of media coverage in Serbia at the time demonstrates that the “need” to expel the non-Serbs is a recurrent theme in the media
 - whether the message is conveyed by politicians, intellectuals, military personnel, journalists etc. The entire press repeated systematically and all together the inflammatory declarations referring to the dangers
 confronting the Serbian peoples and explicitly or implicitly threatening the non-Serbs with reprisals
. 

Propaganda and a State for All Serbs 

16. The policy of establishing a “State for all Serbs” included ethnic policies that skilful propaganda justified in the eyes of Serbian public opinion. It must be underscored that although the media were one of the lynchpins of the propaganda this was because a particular context also created favourable conditions for the political power to control them. Strictly speaking, there was not at the time any tradition of independent media within the Yugoslav Federation. Within press firms owned by public institutions, journalists were viewed as “political workers”
 who had to defend the Party’s ideas. Any criticism was punished severely. With the implosion of the Federation, the independence of the various republics and the outbreak of the war, professionals turned into nationalist “patriots”
. The “traitors” to the nation were systematically pushed aside
.

17. The situation in which the media were brought under the power of the Communist Party, which controlled all of the news channels leaving room ultimately for only secret counter-propaganda, was succeeded by one in which the media, in a context of political transition, fell under the control of the new nationalist powers in each republic
. In Serbia, it was Slobodan Milosevic’s political formation which would, to its advantage, control the media scene
. Although there was no break with communist ideology, it would nonetheless experience as of 1986-1987 a drift towards nationalism in which the media would be closely associated. Under the control of Milosevic and his party, they would be given the responsibility of distilling the venom of hatred and fear in the Serbian population whose very existence, according to the propaganda, was directly threatened by the presence of the other minority ethnic groups
. To do this, the Milosevic regime would use classic propaganda techniques and principles tried and tested in other places at other times. 
Fundamental principles of all propaganda

18. The history of political propaganda shows that there are a certain number of fundamental techniques which were again used in the former Yugoslavia by the print media, radio, television, images, cinema and staged spectacles.

Keep it simple

19. The first fundamental principle is to “keep it simple”. That is to say, in order to be sure that the public remembers what the propagandist wants them to remember, it is more effective to broadcast a short and concise message which summarises or, where need be, distorts a program, policy or idea. The message is conveyed by various brief but striking phrases in keeping with advertising principles: issue a marching order which summarises the goal to be attained and has the weight of a command common to the members of a party, group or community; put out a slogan, which is more like a war cry and whose contents are imbued with much more passion (which plays on hatred, exaltation, etc.); or provide a symbol (an image, drawing, tune) which has magical or mystical connotations for a given social group (community, ethnic group or people). Ultimately, it is a question of finding the short and clear phrases which make it possible to condense a programme or political doctrine in a way easy for the masses to remember.

20. The rule of simplification holds all the more true when the adversary or enemy has to be stigmatised using the most derogatory terms possible
. For example, by choosing to demonise the enemy soldiers in the eyes of one’s own people or community, it is the image of the entire opposing community that the propagandist seeks to tarnish and on which disrepute is cast. In this way, propaganda is the enemy of nuance and always seeks to exaggerate the trait to make an impression on people’s minds.

21. It is also common to use an incisive phrase to summarise to extremes the evils with which the authorities are faced and which it means to ascribe to its many enemies. In this case, the conspiracy theory is put forward, a very convenient procedure which makes it possible to cast all enemies in the same light
 – as did Hitler’s propaganda which dwelt at great length on the pseudo-conspiracy of the democrats, plutocrats and Bolsheviks against Europe.

Project your own faults onto others

22. A second frequently applied principle is to project on your enemy your own faults or ascribe to him the will to commit acts which you yourself are on the verge of perpetrating. In this regard, it is typical to hear some of the most belligerent regimes swear that they do not want war and that, in fact, it is the opposing camp that is solely responsible for it. This deceptive logic leads to attack being presented to your own public opinion as the only possible form of defence and as an imposed course of action, for which the only choice ultimately lies between life or death.

The public opinion campaign relayed through the media to justify the war against the Croats is a good example of this. In its special edition of July 1990, Duga magazine applied itself to the task in its own way. Mihajlo Markovic, Marxist and philosophical ideologist and close collaborator
 of the Serbian president, wrote that “the tragedy of the Croatian Serbs has still not ended - it is ongoing and in the near future could reach tragic proportions”
. In the same edition, doctor Jovan Raskovic, leader of the Serbian democratic party of Krajina, took up the same idea: “Status of Serb people in Croatia is worse than the status of any, even the smallest national minority in Yugoslavia. Everyone has the right to language, culture mass media, etc. We, the Serbs in Croatia, are the only ones who are deprived of that right. To strip one people of their right to mother tongue and alphabet is a kind of crime”
.
Use the news to your advantage

23. A third principle is to turn the news to your advantage to guide people’s minds, in particularly, by exercising tight control over the media. Here too, it is a question of exaggerating the importance or significance of a reported fact – for example, through a title and comment playing on enthusiasm or hatred – or conversely distorting its meaning (especially by using out-of-context quotations) or remaining silent on the subject
 when it contradicts the official version of matters
.

Repeat your message endlessly

24. Another characteristic of all political propaganda is the systematic and recurrent repetition of the main theme or themes in such a way as to leave an indelible trace in the minds of people
. In order not to tire the masses, the message (the meaning) must however change form and be adapted to the characteristics of each public as often as required. For propaganda to be effective it requires accurate follow-up which constantly feeds it new information, “evidence”, revelations and shock phrases and gives it fresh impetus when an event considered noteworthy occurs.

Rely on myths and history

25. In order to be fully effective, propaganda must also rely on and start with a pre-existing support or fertile ground. Usually it uses mythology or exploits the conscious and unconscious feelings (historic prejudices and hatred) in the psyche of the peoples – following in the footsteps of Nazi propaganda which used this procedure to exacerbate antagonism between the Serbs and Croats with the success that the world was to witness. Propaganda always nurtures preconceived ideas, prejudices and preconceptions and is all the more effective as it reassures the masses in their beliefs and opinions
.

Create a national consensus

26. Another function or characteristic of propaganda is to seek to develop a feeling of unanimity in the population by anticipating that individual opinions will conform with publicly professed opinion. Propaganda strives to gain general acceptance through the media or demonstrations and parades. To make people conform in the way they think, intellectuals, sportsmen and stars are frequently held up as examples. Through the prestige they have, their subscribing to what is presented as general opinion (or the common cause) may be conveyed as a “pulling-in” or contagion effect
. Propaganda can arouse fear or exaltation in people through mass media and spectacles. The stated aim is of course to occupy the ground, multiply the shows of force and demonstrate superiority over the enemy. Such a logic naturally leads people to denounce as traitors those who cast doubt on or oppose the propaganda or common cause.

In this way the function of the media under Milosevic was to denounce
 and ostracise those who, at one time or another, were in a position to publicly question or protest against the prevailing ultra-nationalism. The independent media, the only ones to open up to the opposition, would be the first targeted by the accusations of betrayal, especially during the electoral campaign. On 5 December 1992, the journalist and commentator, Stefan Grubac, one of the principal voices of nationalist propaganda on Belgrade Television, stated for example: “So-called independent journalists collaborate with foreign forces and continually betray their fatherland. The media where these people work are actually among those who want civil war in Serbia and want war in Kosovo...” The following day, an “expert” in religion, Dr Milan Jevtic, asserted: “If there is anybody to be blamed for war in Bosnia, it is the so-called independent newspapers BORBA and VREME from Belgrade. By campaigning for peace they actually prevented Serbs from being properly prepared for fighting with Muslims. So they are responsible for so many dead Serbs”
. Similar procedures would used against the sections of the political opposition and other active members of society opposed to the war in Bosnia. On 3 April 1993, during an item about a peaceful demonstration in Belgrade held that same day by the Civic Movement against the War shown on RTS, Stefan Grubac condemned the demonstrators as being anti-Serb: “Belgrade intellectuals and so-called anti-war activists are under the protection of Izetbegovic. They do not have Serbs from Bosnia in their hearts but Muslims and foreign agency money”. Commonly branded as traitors to Serbia and spies in the pay of the CIA, the members of the opposition would be subjected to frequent attacks by Belgrade Television, such as on 26 September 1992 when a commentator said of them: “They are just so-called opposition, they want to sell our brother Serbs in Croatia and Bosnia, they want power just to help our enemies destroy Serbia and Serbs”.

Summary of Serbian Yugoslav propaganda

27. For these various fundamental principles to have maximum effect, the condition for propaganda to succeed, it is necessary to fight and prevent the circulation of information and alternative ideas – or at the very least to take action to ensure that the information and ideas remain limited to a narrow circle and do not cross over to the mass media. Like others, the regime of Slobodan Milosevic sought to do this by taking total control over the media owned by the state or public institutions, by restricting the independent press’ freedom and using all means to prevent it from informing people, and by exerting constant pressure on journalists so that they would respect certain limits, agree to support the program and ideas of those in power, and bow to discipline.

Milosevic realised very early on, in fact, the importance of controlling and using the Party and the media to win over and maintain power. He made sure that he replaced the leaders of the Party with his own troops and personally ensured that his most faithful
 allies within the party were placed in the most important positions in public media. Traditionally the directors of radio and television channels, like, moreover, the director of the press group Politika were members of the Party’s central committee. Milosevic relied on support from Duga
 magazine and, in particular, the daily newspapers Politika and Politika Ekspres - overseen by Zivorad Minovic and Slobodan Jovanovic
 respectively, close political allies of Milosevic assigned to their positions as editors-in-chief by the Serbian League of Communists in 1986 - to eliminate all opposition to his nationalist position on Kosovo within the central committee of the Serbian League of Communists in September 1987
. The 8th session of the Serbian League of Communists, followed shortly afterwards by Milosevic’s definitive victory over his adversaries, was his opportunity to identify the journalists which should dismissed because they did not support him on this occasion. Ivan Stojanovic, director general of Politika group, was then replaced in November by Zivorad Minovic who took over the group’s publications. Svet was recast, youth publications, Non, Mladost and Student were done away with...; The same happened to Mirko Djekic, editor-in-chief of Nin (publication of the Politika group) whose editorial reorganisation Milosevic had sought some months previously
. This was also the case with Mihailo Eric, editor-in-chief for the news on Belgrade Television (RTB)... The autonomous provinces were also affected by these purges within the media some time later. In Vojvodina, after the “Yoghurt Revolution”, the main journalists of Radio-Television Novi Sad and the daily newspaper Dnevnik were replaced. In Kosovo, the Serbian government retook control over the media in the summer of 1990: the editor-in-chief of Radio-Television Pristina was replaced and some 1300 people were dismissed on 5 July; Rilindja newspaper, the only one in Albanian, was discontinued, resulting in 200 journalists being laid off; six local stations in Albanian were also closed etc. The control of the audio-visual media by Milosevic’s regime began in 1986-1987 and was complete in the summer of 1991. The day after an opposition march organised in Belgrade on 9 March 1991 to protest, in particular, against the control of Milosevic’s party over Television, Milosevic passed a new law unifying radio and television throughout the entire territory of the republic: the centres of Novi Sad, Pristina and Belgrade would subsequently form only one single network which would be easier to control. The new Law on Radio and Television in Serbia transferred the assets of RTS to the State, which became the owner, and in fact to Milosevic’s party... The entire radio and television management was replaced and new appointments were decided on
.

Media set up as a propaganda lynchpin

28. The media were used as weapons of war, sometimes to achieve political goals – for instance to launch and defend the theme of a State for all Serbs – and sometimes to accomplish strategic objectives – such as the capture of territories by force
, the practice of ethnic cleansing and the destruction of targets described as symbolic and having priority. To reach its ends, the Milosevic regime would therefore do everything within its means to ensure control over the television, radio, and written press. Such control over the most important broadcasting channels would be accompanied by a method combining propaganda, partial (and biased) information, false news, manipulation, non-coverage of certain events, etc. This entire arsenal would be mobilised to help justify the creation of a State for all Serbs
 - and so legitimise an ethnic policy which was presented as a fight for freedom, a measure taken to protect the Serbian people’s native soil – and, lastly, reinforce the power and position of the Milosevic regime.

Sometimes Milosevic himself issued the most open threats against those who opposed Serbian unity. On 16 March 1991, in his address to the leaders of the communal counsels of Serbia, he stated for example that: “We must ensure our unity in Serbia if we, as the largest and most populated of the republics, wish to dictate what will follow the events. These are questions of borders, questions of State. And it is always the powerful, never the weak, who dictate the borders. It is therefore vital that we be powerful. And in order to be powerful, we must be united as regards our national interests (...) Yesterday I again ordered the mobilisation of the police reserve contingent and also the mobilisation and formation of new police forces; the government received the instructions for preparing suitable formations which would ensure our security in all eventualities, that is those which would make it possible for us to defend the interests of our republic and, I say, also the interests of the Serbian people outside Serbia (...) I have been in contact with our people in Knin, Bosnia, the pressure is huge (...) I hope that they will not be stupid enough to fight us because even if we don’t know how to work well and manage the economy, at least we will know how to fight”
. Generally, the media would be used to dissuade
 the non-Serbs from remaining in territory considered as historically Serbian – even if this required the use of force
 to purify that territory
.

A rule: pit the Yugoslav communities against one another

29. Certain key words would be used over and over again to stir up a defensive reaction among the Serbian citizens who would then support the government’s plan to create a State for all Serbs. For example, the terms “Ustasha fascists” and “cut-throats” were used to stigmatise the Croats and “Islamic Ustasha” and “Djihad fighters” to describe the Bosnian Muslims pejoratively
. Systematic recourse to such key words imposed on the media by the Milosevic regime undoubtedly provoked and nourished hateful behaviour toward the non-Serbian communities.

Use the media as a fully-fledged weapon

30. As we shall attempt to show later, the use of the media for nationalist purposes was thought of as a fully-fledged component of a military campaign and, in this sense, we can truly speak of “war media”. By making up lies, inventing differences and overplaying oppositions between communities, the television, radio and written press played a dangerous game. Systematic recourse to false, biased information and non-coverage of certain events made it possible to inspire and arouse hatred and fear among the communities. The media prepared the ground psychologically for the rise in nationalist hatred and became a weapon when the war broke out.

31. This can be illustrated using a few examples which we will examine in greater detail below. Historical facts were imbued with mystical qualities to be used as nationalist objectives so that the Serbian people would feel and express a desire for revenge directed at the prescribed enemies, the Croats and Muslims – who were presented as the Devil. In an atmosphere of patriotic euphoria, the regime-controlled media also widely broadcast the lie that the political opposition and independent media were responsible for all of the evils afflicting Serbia. Under the pressure of the political authorities, the media had to attempt to convince the citizens of Serbia that they were the victims of an international conspiracy to eliminate them and remove Serbia from the face of the earth. The fact that the media and, in particular, national television
 built up such hateful stereotypes incontestably laid the necessary emotional foundations for conducting a wartime propaganda campaign.

II. Media in the Service of War

32. The conflict in the former Yugoslavia illustrates that there can no longer be war without catchwords or slogans, that is, without propaganda and communication. In Serbia specifically, the use of the media for nationalist ends and objectives formed part of a well-thought through plan – itself part of a strategy of conquest and affirmation of identity.

33. As such the expression “media war” assumes its full meaning since, as in any war situation, we are dealing with a context of clashes and conflict linked to political goals and objectives not only related to strategic ends (conquest of territory, take-over or destruction of specific targets, ethnic cleansing…) and appropriate means (control of the media) but also requiring a method or tactic in order to “hit” the enemy (propaganda, disinformation, manipulation, lies, etc.).

34. The temporal dimension of the media war allows us to distinguish three types of action at work
. First, the long-term actions of education, conditioning minds and shaping mentalities, in a word contamination, which approximately corresponds to the phase of development of the Serbian nationalism from the early 1980s until June 1991
. This phase is marked by an attempt to hijack and manipulate History in order to mobilise Serbian public opinion against fresh dangers. These themes were conveyed by the entire Serbian intellectual and artistic scene, whether this be the theatre, literature, painting etc. Next, the medium-term actions: opinion-forming campaigns meant to propagate certain arguments or ideas in line with well-defined objectives. The column “Echoes and reactions”
 in the daily newspaper Politika played an essential role here in the sense that it provided Serbian nationalism with a “scientific” cover. The quality of the contributors – academics, doctors, university professors, judges, etc. – gave it an authority and a certain legitimacy in the eyes of the Serbian public
. Lastly and more directly linked to the beginning of the hostilities point-specific tactical actions indissociable from the previous ones, such as rumours and lies.

History manipulated to nationalist ends
35. A climate of distrust and then hatred fed by ancestral fears and exploiting exacerbated nationalism gradually took hold in each republic beginning in the late 1980s. Although there is nothing surprising about how receptive public opinion was to the simplistic and xenophobic messages conveyed by the media, such receptiveness can be explained by the fact that the ground was exceptionally fertile. The impact of the media messages on opinions still marked by the scars of the 1940 war could be compared to the effects of an hallucinogen. We know that the memory of those tragic events was completely repressed and covered up by a federal power and the will of one man, Tito, out of fear that any reminder or allusion to those events would reawaken the worst demons and cause the break up of the Federation.

36. Ultimately it was through maintaining the taboo for decades and not undertaking a beneficial collective

 exorcism after the war ended – through a true public analysis of the historical facts and responsibilities – that it became easier for history to be manipulated
 by the nationalist political parties that had already existed for a long time or had come to power in the former federal republics when free elections were held in 1990.

37. The very structure of the media system set in place under Tito – characterised by considerable decentralisation to guarantee to each culture the opportunity to express itself and in which each republic had developed its own media complex
 - encouraged these nationalist parties to take control of what they henceforth considered their own media.

Responsibility of the intellectuals

38. In Serbia, the issue of nationalism would be raised openly in the mid-eighties in an atmosphere of economic stagnation and social crisis. At the start of 1986, under the influence of the Serbian novelist and academician, Dobrica Cosic, the Serbian Writers’ Association transformed into an instrument for amplifying the Serbian identity claim by multiplying the calls and demonstrations for a petition to be signed condemning the “genocide” of which the Serbian population in Kosovo was allegedly victim.

39. However, it was the publication through a deliberate leak of several extracts from a Memorandum on contemporary social issues in our country by the Serbian Academy of Arts and Science in Vecernje Novosti
 several months later which would truly spark things off and raise the issue of Serbian nationalism publicly. In the text prepared by sixteen academicians and largely inspired by Dobrica Cosic
, all of the nationalist arguments which would fuel the ethnic hatred and provoke the war were set out through the analysis of the crisis in the socialist federal system. The Memorandum condemned the political, social, economic
 and cultural discrimination shown toward the Serbian people by the other republics of the Federation
, an anti-Serbian coalition which, through the 1974 coalition, allegedly relegated Serbia and the Serbs to a position of inferiority. Starting with the Serbian people’s own interests, the sixteen academicians called for the lost territories to be recaptured and for the Serbs to reassume control over the autonomous provinces of Kosovo and Vojvodina. This call to reunite the Serbs scattered to the four corners of the Federation – allegedly victims of “cultural genocide”, “extermination” and “forced assimilation” in Kosovo but also in Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina – demanded that the Serbs have and run freely their own State, failing which they would resort to force and call into question the borders they shared with the other Federation republics
.

40. Slobodan Milosevic managed to ensure that the Central Committee of the Serbian League of Communists did not comment on the explosive text - no one would be demoted or dismissed. He himself would not pass comment straight away or personally condemn the Memorandum. Certain information
 suggests that Milosevic and his entourage could not have been unconnected to the leak to Vecernje Novosti. The fact that the prestigious Serbian Academy addressed the issue of relations between the Yugoslav partners and raised the matter of Serbia’s position within all of Yugoslavia would give legitimacy to the anti-Yugoslav, nationalist programme that emerged in the public and political arenas. Architect Bogdan Bogdanovic who left the Serbian Academy in 1981 confirmed that, in his view, the publication of the document pointed to complicity between certain political and intellectual circles in Belgrade and that the Memorandum constituted an encouragement, scientific backing, for Serbian nationalism: “Such a document couldn’t have come out without collaboration between the academicians-national leaders and some of the Party’s members. Not Stambolic for sure (...) In Belgrade it was welcomed as a start for a race: ‘our intellectuals are telling us to go forward’. To what? To Greater Serbia, of course. To wars, to fulfilment of our great traditional ideals, etc.”

Milosevic was later to take over the programme for his own ends and use it to come to power before truly starting to apply it, with the direct assistance of certain academicians
, after he had been elected President of Serbia. Like his use of Serbian history and mythology, the media were to prove Milosevic’s most worthy allies in his consolidation of power.

Milosevic relies on the media to consolidate power
41. During the decisive battle which S. Milosevic won over the reform wing of the Serbian Communist Party in 1987 – first over Dragisa Pavlovic, the president of the Belgrade communists and then Ivan Stambolic, the Serbian President – the most important Serbian media were going to play a crucial role. Dusan Mitevic, Belgrade Television’s number two and a close ally
 of Milosevic, Zivorad Minovic, Politika’s editor-in-chief
, and Slobodan Jovanovic, director of Politika Ekspres, would support Milosevic against his enemies within the Party, accused of being anti-Tito and anti-Yugoslav. Won in a hard struggle during a meeting of the Party’s Central Committee, Milosevic’s victory over the reform wing of the Party would lead shortly after to a media coup orchestrated by Dusan Mitevic
. The “eighth session” of the Party was the first ever to be broadcast “live” on television in front of millions of Serbian viewers who would witness Slobodan Milosevic take control of the Serbian Communist Party
. Borislav Jovic, a loyal ally of Milosevic and the former President of the Yugoslav Federation, would confirm that the media coverage of the “eighth session” played an important role in legitimising Milosevic’s take-over of power
. 

42. This scene would be reminiscent of another, that of 24 April 1987 when, dispatched to Kosovo to meet the Serbian minority there which was complaining about the violence committed by the Albanian autonomous authorities, Milosevic would build his legend as defender of the Kosovo Serbs based on a pre-planned incident and speech
. An incident alleged to have been completely arranged with the local police which would give Milosevic the opportunity to tell the Serbian minority that “no one has the right to beat the people” was in fact filmed by Serbian Television present on the scene with Dusan Mitevic’s complicity
. Shown and re-shown on the air and the subject of much commentary in the written press, the pictures would set the seal on Milosevic’s image as the saviour and unifier of the Serbian people and consolidate his power within the Party.

“Serbian identity under threat”

43. The first demonstration of collusion between Milosevic and the Serbian media united by nationalist aims would be followed in the summer of 1987 by an intense media campaign which lasted until 1990 designed to stir up the Serbs against the Albanian majority in Kosovo accused of all the evils.

44. The image of a Serbian identity threatened by its neighbours, and above all by the Albanians, would be greatly exploited by a daily newspaper such as Politika which would become one of the regime’s main instruments for manipulation and misinformation
. Spreading the worst of rumours without checking them and yet presenting them as authenticated, the newspaper would describe an apocalyptic situation nothing like what was actually happening in Kosovo but which aroused Serbian resentment while inciting hatred and stirring people to violence. This course of action used a technique already employed by Nazi propaganda in order to justify in advance aggression against Czechoslovakia and Poland under the pretext of defending the German minorities. “Information” and “accounts” from these minorities describing the atrocities they were suffering were faithfully reproduced by the German press, so giving the propaganda an air of authenticity
.

45. As of 1987, Milosevic would rely the media which he used directly and cynically to impose his obsessional themes. The Belgian journalist Jean-Paul Collette confirms that “according to various people’s testimony” he “personally inspired the televised propaganda messages through which he vented his nationalist hysteria”
. Milosevic’s actual take-over of the media and what they broadcast was also confirmed by Borisav Jovic, one of his closest collaborators, who wrote on 2 August 1990 in the notebook he kept every day as vice-president and then president of the Socialist Federative Republic of Yugoslavia: “I wrote a series of three articles, ‘The Truth about Ante Markovic’, and sent them to Slobodan. He instructed that they be published in Politika. They will appear as instalments on the 5th, 6th and 7th under some pseudonym. We must expose him, because the people are seriously mistaken about who he his and what he is. Many see in him some sort of saviour, but he is an ordinary impostor and enemy of the Serb nation”
.

Serbian mystique exploited by those in power
46. The use of history and the revival of ancient Serbian myths for nationalist ends would lead to cultural and political events being orchestrated to keep the Serbian masses mobilised. Nazi propaganda had shown that myths bind the masses together tightly. Indeed, it was through myths and, therefore, the appeal to the forces of the unconscious, to fear and terror, the instinct of power and the lost community that the propaganda orchestrated by Goebbels had succeeded in winning over the Germans and melding them into a compact mass. The Serbian regime would use a similar technique. To weld the population together official propaganda drew on the sources of the Serbian mystique, that of a people who were the mistreated victims and martyrs of history and that of Greater Serbia, indissolubly linked to the Orthodox religion
.

47. From 1987, the most nationalist intellectuals took turns on the television to extol the Serbian nation’s past whilst the papers saw a rise in the number of historical features
 glorifying medieval Greater Serbia and articles listing the injustices and attacks suffered by the Serbs
, beginning with the battle of Kosovo Polje in 1389 – which the Ottomans won and which put an end to Serbia’s autonomy – and going through to the 1943 “genocide” committed against the Serbian populations by the independent Croatian state
 recognised by Hitler and Mussolini and run by Ante Pavelic, leader of the nationalist movement of the Ustasha responsible for the assassination of King Alexander in 1934. On 9 February 1990, Politika published a letter signed by Vojislav K. Stojanovic, president of the Association of University Teachers and Scholars of Serbia, which very clearly exaggerated the number of Serbian victims during the Second World War and the supposed demographic explosion of Kosovo Albanians: “The Serbian people has never been a conquering nation and has never sought to oppress other peoples. Yet, as its tragic destiny has been played out, the other peoples have sought to subjugate and oppress it (...) In the crime of genocide committed by the Croatian ultra-nationalists, the Serbian nation lost over two million innocent victims simply because they were Serbs (...) The Albanians acted in an immoral and inhuman way. They conducted an unprecedented campaign for their wretched and pitiful women to bear children and this led to a demographic explosion the like of which has never been seen anywhere before - the biggest in the world. As a result, they have multiplied 50 times over in just forty years in Kosovo and Metohija.”

Media coverage of “political masses”

48. Artistic, religious and ritualistic ceremonies would become increasingly common countrywide to commemorate the “Serbian victims” through history. Milosevic who understood the psychological impact of such scenes on the crowd and did not omit to attend in person ensured that they were at the top of the media’s agenda
. Thus, in April 1990, two editors-in-chief of news programmes for Radio-Television Novi Sad in Vojvodina were dismissed for not making the celebration of a Serbian feast attended by Slobodan Milosevic the main headline
.

49. From a symbolic viewpoint, the most successful “political mass” was indisputably that organised by the regime on 28 June 1989 for the six hundredth anniversary of the defeat at the “Field of Blackbirds” at Kosovo Polje which saw the Ottomans establish themselves in the region for several centuries. In front of a million Serbs gathered for the occasion, Slobodan Milosevic promised the Serbian people “new battles” to cleanse it of the sacrificial defeat which had left tens of thousands dead, and called upon the nation to awaken. Serbian Television, like all of the media, would give special importance to this scene which cast Milosevic as the saviour who had given back to the Serbian people their collective dignity by reclaiming “the lost paradise” of ancient Serbia
. As Florence Hartmann correctly writes, “the regime’s propaganda machine exploited emotions, glorified the past, and manipulated the collective memory in order to prepare people’s minds for the war that Slobodan Milosevic had just announced”
. In this respect, a special place must be reserved for the Politika daily newspaper and its column “Echoes and Reactions” renowned for advocating hatred and xenophobia. Between July 1988 and March 1991, over 4,000 contributions from intellectuals, trade unionists, soldiers, teachers, doctors and public institutions would be published. Using different themes directly drawn from the grievances or aims set out in the Serbian Academy’s Memorandum of 1986
, the same message was tirelessly repeated like a leitmotiv, that of the historical injustices done to the Serbian “people”
 … it being understood that the time had come to set matters straight. The feature, which played a key role in manipulating Serbian public opinion, was used by the electronic media controlled by the authorities, TV Politika and TV Belgrade. The very many contributions were presented as the expression of the Serbian “people’s” will and so served as so much justification for implementing the Milosevic regime’s nationalist arguments – a classic propaganda procedure to artificially create unanimity or cohesion around a leader and his policy.

Attack on the media

50. The regime’s official propaganda would be all the more effective since Slobodan Milosevic took control
 of Belgrade television just after “imposing” himself as the leader of the Communist Party
. The management was replaced by trusted men and party members responsible for building up the ideological pressure of “Serbian nationalist renewal”
. Several hundred journalists who did not subscribe to the Slobodan Milosevic policy were dismissed by the television stations
 and newspaper companies
 in Belgrade, Novi Sad and Pristina.

51. In July 1991, in the wake of the decree ending Kosovo’s autonomy and following the dissolution of the government and parliament, it was decided to stop all radio and television programs in Albanian in the province – thus depriving over two million Albanians of news in their mother tongue – and to ban Rilindja newspaper there
. At the same time, twenty or so Albanian-speaking journalists from Kosovo were arrested and imprisoned by the Belgrade authorities and some five hundred radio and television journalists working in Kosovo were dismissed.

Television, the system’s lynchpin

52. Locking the media down almost completely would allow the Serbian leader and his party, the Serbian Socialist Party, to run away with the first free elections in December 1990
. Aside from the Politika written press group, television would prove to be the essential instrument for turning the history of Serbia into mystique. The traditional dispenser of official ideology, television remained the most important medium by far since for a long time it would constitute
 the only source of information for over 90 % of the Serbs
. As such, by re-writing history and relying on snippets of truth – through a selective memory which “involves exonerating oneself from (one’s own) crimes while stirring up memories of the crimes committed by the others”
 – the media would contribute to demonising the other communities, especially the Kosovo Albanians, Croats and Bosnian Muslims.

53. In 1990, to prepare and justify Milosevic’s reassuming control of the province of Kosovo
, Serbian television launched a campaign of generalisations against the Kosovo Albanians who were accused of “poisoning wells and slitting the throats of children”, a campaign followed up by Politika which published readers’ letters – often fabricated – confirming that the Albanians were raping hundreds of Serbian women there
. In the 9 February 1990 issue of Politika, Vojislav K. Stojanovic, president of the Association of University Teachers and Scholars of Serbia, wrote that “(...) the savage Albanian terrorists are now running amok in Kosovo and Metohija attacking and destroying everything that is Serbian, breaking into the homes of Serbs and terrorising the few people who have stayed behind. Kosovo and Metohija are gripped by the fear of terrorists armed to the teeth (...)”. 

Slobodan Milosevic himself was to take part in the stigmatisation of the Kosovo Albanian community, providing an extremely Manichean version of the situation and closing the door to any non-nationalist solution in the autonomous province. Thus he stated in a address retransmitted by TV Belgrade: “Even children know the truth about Kosovo and Serbia, so it is quite superfluous to say anything more about it. To those who think otherwise I should say that I refuse to talk about it because we need never try to find excuses for Serbia’s determination to put an end to the murders of Serbs and Montenegrins in Kosovo and for our unwillingness to accept any discussion on establishing an Albanian state on Serbian territory. To avoid any confusion, I hasten to add that anyone seeking concessions along these lines would first have to depose the ruling Serbian leadership”
. This door closed to any discussion led in July 1990 to the proclamation of the Independent Republic of Kosovo and immediately after the suspension of the Pristina Assembly by the Serbian government which introduced emergency management in TV Pristina and in the Albanian newspapers.
54. Generally, before Serbia triggered the war, Belgrade’s audio-visual media broadcast many programs recalling historic events always likened to the persecutions allegedly suffered by the Bosnian and Croatian Serbs. 

The taking of power by the HDZ in Zagreb during the April-May elections 1990 was to be a jump forward in this respect. With the pretext that the new constitution voted by the Croatian parliament turned the Serbs into a national minority and supported by the signal given to them by Slobodan Milosevic in an address to the Serbian parliament and broadcast by TV Belgrade
, organised on-the-ground resistance. Thus a new kind of propaganda “war reporter” came into being at Serbian Television and a great many interviews of Croatian Serbs were carried out and broadcast, all tending towards an exacerbation of the on-the-ground situation
 and only the most extremist positions were permitted to appear. At the same time as such reports which were the lead story on the televised evening news, there were special programmes, some of up to 90 minutes, whose primary aim it was to pit the Serbian public against its designated enemies and to prepare the way for war
.

In another attempt to intimidate public opinion in late January 1991, Serbian Television  broadcast a document – “The truth about the arming of the HDZ terrorist groups in Croatia” – filmed by the the defense ministry counter-espionage service (KOS) in mid October 1990 which had “proved” the direct responsibility of the leaders in power in Zagreb in the illegal arming. In the black and white video, the public can see the Croatian Minister of Defence, Martin Spegelj, filmed by a hidden camera, setting out his plan of action against the Yugoslav barracks and promising liquidations. At least that was what was announced by Serbian Television because, on screen, the words spoken by Martin Spegelj are inaudible and it is an off-screen voice which repeats them for the Serbian viewers: “And if something should happen, just give orders to all your men : kill the extremists. On the spot. On the street, in the barracks, wherever. Just shoot right in the stomach. It is not going to be a war, but a civil war without mercy. Not even for women and children. Just plant bombs in family apartments”.
 Whether or not it was true, the video, broadcast twice the same evening, created the desired effect, that is an electric shock in Serbian public opinion which thus saw the confirmation of the intrinsically evil nature of the authorities in Zagreb... The highest Serbian moral and intellectual authorities were involved in conditioning public opinion to justify the upcoming war with Croatia. On national television, from the heights of their unchallenged authority, they participated in interpreting what the vital interests of Serbia were. The incessant reminders of the Independent Croatian State and atrocities committed by the Ustachas were an alibi for the political objectives of the regime and were at the root of the development and strengthening of inter-ethnic hatred. A televised report on 4 August 1991 was thus devoted to a ceremony held during the excavation of the remains of martyrs of Ustasha  crimes, presented to the public in dozens of small coffins, presided over by the academic Dobrica Cosic: “One of the greatest sins of my generation, is this funeral which we perform fifty years too late, the funeral of Prebilovac martyrs. We committed this sin because we foolishly believed that by forgetting the Ustasha crime we contributed to the brotherhood of the Serbian and Croatian peoples”
. The parallel between the past and the present comparing Frandjo Tudjman’s regime to that of Ante Pavelic, was made to raise anti-Croatian hatred to fever pitch. Thus we see Jovan Raskovic, psychiatrist, academic and leader of the Croatian Serbs on Serbian Television at the time state at a rally at the time: “The genocide has begun, and it depends on the Serbs in Croatia and in Serbia and the international factor, Europe and the world whether their movement will reopen its concentration camps and the pits used as collective tombs. But one thing is for sure : Serbs will never again be led to the pits by just a couple of Ustashas. Serbs have to put up a great resistance and the genocidal idea will collapse along with the genocidal Croatian state”
.

This tendency would continue to grow when the war with Croatia began, especially with the showing of a documentary called “Umetnici o genocidu” (“The Genocide Professionals”)
 which, drawing on the testimony of many people, recounted the crimes of Ante Pavelic’s Croatian government in 1941. The intention of the program was to awaken in the collective memory a feeling of persecution identical to that felt by the Serbs during the Second World War and ended with the entire Croatian people being cast as criminals
.

55. The images of the Turks and the lengthy Ottoman domination in Serbia would also be widely used to blacken the Bosnian Muslim community which was presented as the bridgehead of the Turk’s natural expansionism and, therefore, implicitly as a threat that the Ottoman Empire of yesteryear might be re-established.

56. The media propaganda was especially successful because it exploited deep-rooted reflexes relying on feelings enduringly entrenched in the Serbian collective consciousness. A systematic contrast was made between the Serbian people characterised as innocent and just and those who had made martyrs of them down the centuries and who now had to be stopped to prevent new misfortunes from befalling the Serbs
. In this regard, the countless and suspect “historical parallels” truly prepared public opinion day in day out for the outbreak of the conflict.

57. By exaggerating some of the facts and simplifying others, the entire media would become stays for the Serbian nationalist ideology. By creating “simple oppositions, clearly defining enemies and using shock phrases and carefully chosen words” they would offer to millions of people a simplistic and narrow reading of a reality that was otherwise complex and ambiguous
.

58. The anti-Albanian propaganda of the early days would be followed by anti-Slovenian, anti-Croatian and then anti-Bosnian propaganda – multifaceted propaganda used for one and the same political goal: the creation of a State for all the Serbs.

At the same time as the propaganda was directed against the external enemies, the total control exercised by Milosevic’s socialist party on Serbian Television allowed it to silence the dissenting voices internally. When not simply ignored, the action of the opposition was systematically distorted and compared to acts of treason against Serbia. The typical disinformation procedure at work, whenever media coverage was involved, is perfectly illustrated by the way in which TV Belgrade presented the great opposition demonstration of 9 March 1991 to the viewers. When 200,000 people gathered in Belgrade in front of the seat of the RTS  to demand the departure of its management, the gathering turned to a confrontation during which a policeman and a demonstrator lost their lives. The same evening the television news reader presented an incomplete version of the events
. The news, which focused on the death of the policeman with pictures of the widow in tears being carried, was widely broadcast. Nothing was said however of the second person killed, a 17-year old demonstrator, whose death the communiqué of the Minister of the Interior, read out on television, did not acknowledge
. Images, filmed and broadcast by the independent television channel NTV Studio B, whose broadcasting area was limited to the capital, presented a very different version of the official truth. These pictures showed a crowd listening calmly to the speeches of the opposition leaders and that it was the use of gas by the police forces to break up the demonstrators which started the bloodshed. Such pictures, contradicting the official truth, were not shown on national television where the scenes of police brutality were censored and where only those “proving” the violence of the opposition were seen by the viewers. When the student demonstrations took place the next day, the events of the day before dominated the television news. Pictures of President Milosevic making a speech to Parliament in which he pointed to foreign involvement in the acts of the opposition
 were widely broadcast. At the same time, the régime encouraged all the social classes to support him and condemn the student and opposition demonstrations. National television threw open its doors to them, in particular on the television news where appeals were read out to participate in a large support demonstration which was to take place that same day
. This support demonstration received wide coverage from TV Belgrade which assigned a central position to the speech of the academic and Vice-President of the party in power, Mihajlo Markovic, condemning the traitors of Serbia and praising Slobodan Milosevic: “Just when the neo-ustashas are getting ready for the decisive attack on Knin, an invisible hand has started the mechanism for the destruction of Serbia. Since the time of Peter I, we haven’t been blessed with such an extremely capable, honest and courageous leader, Slobodan Milosevic”
.
Media at the heart of the Yugoslav war
59. The propaganda action to make the population support the nationalist war policies took the form of genuine opinion-forming campaigns. Sometimes, it was a matter of justifying the capture of territories termed ancestral but occupied by the enemy – an enemy that had to be “driven out” – and sometimes it was a matter of blackening an ethnic group or nation to better legitimise the violence used against it (that is, in fact, to cast yourself as the victim of the others’ nationalism to better feed your own) or even reducing to nothing or almost nothing any form of opposition
 to the nationalist powers within each of the republics.

Milica Lucic Cavic, a journalist in the Serbian public audio-visual sector during the war, summarises the cant of the State television and certain professionals in their action during the conflict: “In these wartime years television has completely pushed aside its initial function – to provide information – and has became a propaganda tool, a propaganda vehicle that serves the state. Many reporters working on television forget that there is a codex, that a journalist’s duty is to provide timely and accurate reporting and they served some other aims. These other aims were to kindle disposition for war, to ignite ethnic hatred, which naturally made it easier for the war to flare up. In those news reports, in those news stories, there were always the good guys and the bad guys. Ours are the good guys, they are not murderers, they are members of a celestial people, a heroic nation; the others are the killers, the others have perpetrated crimes against us, the others are supported by a world-wide conspiracy, the Vatican, America, the CIA, the KGB, the masons, and who knows what not”
.

The war was to accelerate the cant of professionals who were becoming actors, if not soldiers, in the conflict. In contradiction with the ethics of the profession, we see for example, reports participating in interrogating Croatian and/or Bosnian Muslim prisoners
, taking sides with one of the protagonists in the conflict
, presenting people who were too close or too far away from the events being reported as witnesses to the crime, etc.

The feeling aroused in the Serbian public by the broadcasting of images of bodies of innocent Serbian civilian victims or the relating of such facts, was a technique that was to be widely used by Serbian Television to provoke a reaction of horror towards the enemy and so support for the regime – which we think of as the war in Croatia and Bosnia. Television played on the emotions of the public by presenting individual tragedies without given prior warning as to the programme content with whom the viewer would always sympathise, particularly when it concerned children, the most fragile group. This is illustrated by the following three examples.


When the fighting was raging in Croatia, TV Belgrade broadcast the “testimony” of an Orthodox religious dignitary from a monastery in Zenum – Friar Filaret – who, sitting in front of a table, on which was lying a blackened human skull which the camera zoomed in on, told the following story:

- 
« Ustashas raided a Serbian village near Kukuruzari. They captured little Llija and made his mother watch them cut the boy’s throat. Then they took his body away”

- Reporter : “It happened on his birthday ?”
- “Yes, on August 2, this year. The boy’s mother ran after them begging them to give her son’s body, but they carried him away and later burned his corpse. The skull is the only thing left. But she wouldn’t have got even his skull if it hadn’t been for one woman who, although a Catholic, was humane and compassionate enough to show her the place where her son was buried. So she went there and found only this charred skull”
.

Another example is this “portrait-report” of a young Bosnian Serbian boy told by a war reporter from TV Belgrade: “This is my new friend, Cvetko . It was the war that made our paths cross. I wish it hadn’t, not in this way. Until the war, he used to live here and he had everything (pictures of a looted house are shown). Now, at 14, he has his youth and nothing else and no one else (the young boy is filmed praying at three graves with appropriate music). It was 7 in the morning that Saturday, January 16th, 1993. When Muslim troops raided his village, they killed his mother Ivanka, father Novak and sister Mitra, while his elder brother vanished without a trace. Just for the record, this is the fate of little Cvetko Ristic, the fate of a small nation”
. 

A third example is the war report on the death of two Serbian boys during fighting at Testic, Bosnia, broadcast on RTS: “Instead of a truce, there were new victims in Testic (…). Alija’s missiles have killed two boys in the streets of Testic, a 9-year old Marko Parovic and 12-year old Igor Jotanovic” (broadcast of pictures taken at graves with flowers and photos of children). Pictures follow of the father and one of the two children collapsed in front of his house and saying to the report: “Let’s go home, please… I can’t stand it… He was playing right there… Ustashas shot him… The motherfuckers!”. The father then grabs the microphone and shouts: “I swore at my son’s grave that I will get my revenge !”. The viewers are then taken into the house; with the photo of the boy behind her the mother crying: “They took away your joyful youth, my son! How am I going to live without you? Oh, God, where are you now? Help us if you are out there”. Then again, pictures of the father, injured: “The world doesn’t see this curse on it! Cursed be America! Milosevic, my precious! Help us, please!”

Justify the use of force against the enemy

60. The political and military goal of a State for all the Serbs, which presupposed annexing Bosnian and Croatian territory in which Serbs lived, was supported by the Serbian media that served as tools to legitimise the use of force and violence. In July 1991, Slobodan Milosevic would again choose Serbian Television to deliver a speech in which he announced that war had become inevitable
. Similarly, the most senior military authorities took over the television resulting in an increase in the number of reports on Milosevic’s visits to the Armed Forces and the Army’s high level of readiness in case it was required to act. Furthermore, the Defence Minister, Veljko Kadijevic, announced the decision to intervene in Croatia in a speech retransmitted on national television. From that point on, everything possible was done to swing public opinion firmly behind the regime. Messages of support flooded in to RTS, such as those for the Army convoys leaving Belgrade for the front “cheered on by the students”: “We filmed the long convoy around 2 a.m. on the Belgrade-Zagreb highway. Several hundred students came down onto the highway cheering the Yugoslav Army convoy”. The following day, messages from hand-picked Serbian citizens filmed in front of the endless procession of military convoys were shown one after another on television to galvanise public opinion and promote a united front: “This should have happened long ago. Tonight we will all go and defend our country”; “You are ready to defend it?”;
 “Any time.”
Above the ensuing noise of weapons and fighting, only those opinions most strongly behind the objectives of territorial conquest would be heard. Systematic media coverage was given to Vojislav Seselj’s positions, such as the declaration he made in September 1991 before the Serbian parliament which was broadcast by Belgrade Television: “ Karlobag-Ogulin-Karlovac-Virovitaca must be our option and the army must withdraw its troops to this line. If they cannot be withdrawn from Zagreb without a fight, they should pull out under fire, and constantly shell Zagreb. The army still has unused resources. If its troops are in danger it has the right to use napalm bombs and everything else it has in its arsenals. It is more important to save an army unit than to fear there might be casualties. It’s their own fault. They wanted war, now they have it”.

61. Belgrade television systematically strove to justify the use of force and therefore violence by the Serbs by bombarding the public with simplistic statements which contained only very rarely any exact information or indications, even as concerned dates or places. Serbian Television’s coverage of the fighting in Vukovar was especially illuminating: in the way in which the events were portrayed, and in particular the losses inflicted upon the enemy, all possible means were used to make the public think that it was the Serbs that were defending the town.

Through reports and commentaries interwoven with images, television sought to foster inter-ethnic and religious hatred towards the Catholic Croatian community: general opinion portrayed them as inhuman - thereby making their humiliation, destruction and elimination easier and indeed more legitimate. To achieve this end, special correspondents carried out more and more interviews of forces, personnel and civilians. The interview of Ljilja Kojic, commander of the Slavonia and Baranja Region Territorial Defence Headquarters, which was filmed with the front-line in the background, demonstrates that the Yugoslav Federal Army participated in the demonisation process. Questioned by the Serbian Television journalist about the Ustashas’ use of Serbian women and children as human shields (it should be noted that the question was not framed as an allegation), the officer confirmed that it was true without providing any evidence in support: “Well, that is unfortunately correct, it proves they are weak, it proves they are inhuman, it shows how far they are prepared to go, they are not only sacrificing Serbs, whom they have imprisoned and arrested and kept as hostages, but also their own Croats who did not go along with them.”
 The accounts of supposed Ustasha atrocities obtained from civilians by the reporters on location in Vukovar did not provide a shred of evidence supporting the allegations and the witnesses were never eye-witnesses. In a report which examined the issue, a journalist showed to the camera some gold teeth in the palm of his hand and asserted: “I am holding in my hand some gold teeth, they told me these teeth were extracted with a knife, from practically living people, whom they killed.” Later on during an interview of an elderly man in green uniform, the journalist asked:

- “Do you have any examples of anyone being killed, slaughtered or having suffered similar atrocities?”

- “I left earlier but as far as I know there were other kinds of torture.”

- “What happened?”

- “Well, they slaughtered, gouged out eyes, cut off children’s fingers. In baking pans on liberated territories we found children they wanted to roast. Soldiers with heads cut off, the injured were disembowelled.”

- “They have no mercy even on those wounded?”

-
“They have no mercy on anyone, I don’t know how that is, what are they, animals or what, they are not human.”

Everything possible was done to stigmatise the enemy. From this angle, the Serbian media constantly emphasised the crimes committed by the Croatian regime during the Second World War. As such, television viewers were to led to believe that the Croatian people were all genocidal and the Serbian public was conditioned to lapse into inter-ethnic hatred. Again during the Vukovar siege, Serbian Television announced, very appropriately, that a newly-published, historical account referring to Italian sources confirmed that the Croatian Ustashas had indeed intended to annihilate the Serbian people during the Second World War - allegedly an intention also implicitly shared by Franjo Tudjman’s Croatia: “A very special historical testimonial has just recently been published on Croatian Ustasha crimes against the Serbs during the so-called Independent State of Croatia. Previously undiscovered secret documents of the Italian Army say, among other things, that Zagreb had a Church-State project of total Serb annihilation (…) In those several months in 1941, practically from the birth of the Independent State of Croatia on April 10, all through April-May 1942, inasmuch as the Italians were there to record the events, the number of casualties reached a number probably greater than 80,000. Every serious researcher could easily confirm this, but regardless of this figure, here it says 46,286 people – Serbs, and it gives the dates, places, names of perpetrators and indicates where those documents can be found.”

Another example, though this time concerning Bosnia, featured on the televised news on 2 August 1992, when the presenter stated: “the Croatian and Muslim forces want to eliminate everything that is Serbian in these places. Terror, fanatical hatred, the physical and mental genocide of the Bosnian Serbs, aggressive actions on Serbian territory all fall within their military and political vision”.

62. To lend more weight to these assertions, the edited version of the pictures shown played fully on the suffering of men and women to incite hatred. During its 7:30 p.m. televised news, that is when 2.5 million Serbs were glued to the screen, RTB would show disturbing images (the dead bodies of men, women and children - said to be Serbs although it was impossible to identify them as such – in close ups: splattered brains, decomposed bodies etc.; houses and churches destroyed, graves desecrated…) which were presented as proof of the aggression against the Serbs. As if that were not enough, the pictures were backed up with simplistic but effective war rhetoric whose aim was to single out the enemies of the Serbian people. The Muslims were called “Mujahedin”, warriors of the “Jihad” or Muslim fundamentalists. All of these terms were of course closely associated with the reminder of the Ottoman occupation and the forced conversions to Islam.

Stigmatise the opponent

63. The comments of Serbian journalists, including in the newspapers, banished the words “Bosnian” or “Bosnian forces” and instead used derogatory expressions with the most negative connotations, for example, the “warriors of Ali
 armed by Saddam Hussein” conducting “a holy war in the name of Islam”. On 17 August 1992, the journalist from Television Belgrade, Ranko Elez, indiscriminately called the Muslim Bosnian forces “Islamic fundamentalists”, “Islamic chauvinists” and branded them as the “the cruel hoards of Alija [Itzebegovic]”
. In addition, Serbia was historically described as the bulwark against the Islamic invasion of Europe.

64. Meanwhile, the Croats and their soldiers were bluntly singled out as “Ustasha”
 or fascists fighting on behalf of Germany. Serbian television and press tried to show the public that the Croatian government led by President Tudjman was nothing other than an echo of the Second World War Ustasha power. Politika Ekspres drew this parallel in its 27 July 1991 edition when it reported on the fear of the Croatian Serbs faced with the “Croatian militia” and its checkerboard emblem (the “Sahovnica”) inspired by the flag of the Croatian fascist regime allied to the SS and Hitler.

More generally, the war reports prepared by Serbian Television  correspondents at the sites of the fighting were entirely shot around this objective of branding the enemy. In one of the first war reports devoted to the fighting in Croatia and broadcast on the news at 19:30 hours, the description given to the viewers of the opponent’s camp was symptomatic of the media coverage in the months to come: “The panic-stricken Tudjman mercenaries and villains, calling themselves the guards, have barricaded themselves in the centre of Kostajnica, shooting at everything. We also found out that a horde of butchers from Tudjman’s Black Legion is headed towards Banija. The horde of mercenaries and murderers thirsty for Serbian blood barricaded in Kostajnica seem to realise that they have been written off”
. 

65. The Serbs’ enemies were compared to demonic forces using carefully chosen vocabulary designed to stir up fear and hatred
. On 21 January 1993, a report from Belgrade Television carried out on the Croatian front line warns the Serbian viewers to: “Be careful with Ustashas. Even when they are dead they can kill you”
... The good and evil Manichaeistic approach was also valid for describing the fighting. Reports showing the Serbian forces manoeuvring presented no images of destruction or civilian victims. When the Serbian forces attacked a town, the action was presented as a means of defence. According to official terminology, the Serbs never attacked first
. The contrast with the reports on the offensives conducted by the Croatian troops who spared nothing, destroyed everything and systematically slit the throats of Serbian civilians is startling! Croatian and Muslim soldiers said to be “dirty, cowardly and drugged up” were compared with Serbian fighters who were praised as brave and rash, always ready to come to the aid of the victims and the innocent
. When the idealised image was shown to be seriously flawed, like for example on 2 August 1992 when the New York Newsday revealed the existence of Serbian camps in Bosnia and Herzegovina and, through the UN, the international community appointed a special reporter for the Human Rights Commission on 14 August, the RTS came to the rescue of Radovan Karadzic. During a live interview on the evening television news, he quietly denied the accusations without being in any way embarrassed by the questions of the presenter or by the reports contradicting what he was saying.

66. For Catherine Humblot, a journalist for Le Monde, an entire “war mythology arose, glorified by Belgrade television through heroes worthy of featuring in strip cartoons, such as Captain Dragan who suddenly materialised from the depths of the age-old shadows with his militiamen”
. From this angle, RTS and the press bore particular responsibility for misrepresenting war crimes as heroic actions conducted by “warlords” (such as Arkan, Dragan and Seselj
) who were held up as examples or models for television viewers and readers
.

67. Admittedly, the Croatian and Bosnian media can also be criticised for making so much use of terms discrediting the Serbs, including “Chetnik terrorists”
. If a comparison is made between Serbian, Croatian and Bosnian nationalist propaganda, it is noticeable that Serbian propaganda surpassed the other two both in the scale and content of the media messages put out
.

Conspiracy paranoia

68. However, what set Serbian nationalism far apart was its paranoia. This can be illustrated by the fact that in the media and politicians’ speeches the idea of a conspiracy against the Serbian nation was ever-present. The principle vehicle for the theory of the international conspiracy of which Serbia was allegedly the victim, in its reports Serbian Radio Television systematically advanced this argument and denounced “the world (which) wants to make us submit, and sacrifice our honour and our brothers in Bosnia and Croatia” against a background of Serbian people in exile and massacred Serbian soldiers
... Shortly after the start of the war with Croatia and in light of the support which certain sections of the international community were giving to Croatia – Belgrade Television  was often to target the Vatican and Germany, seen as historical allies of Croatia. As such, it was to broadcast a report covering a street demonstration accusing the Vatican of supporting the “Ustasha fascist regime”. An elderly woman waving a banner on which was written “Vatican Satan” stated: “The Pope should go to Jasenovac! The Pope is an Ustasha” In the same report pictures were broadcast of the historian, Ratko Petrovic, with a loud-speaker in his hand, addressing the demonstrators in these terms: “The genocide of the Serbian people has been going on under the auspices of the Vatican. This is now going to stop!”
... At almost the same time, Germany was directly accused of being at the head of a conspiracy by the Serbian Minister of Defence, Veljko Kadijevic, whose communiqué was read by the presenter of the television news on TV Belgrade: “Germany has openly attacked our country for the third time. It now resorts to modern methods, but it also uses the fascist methods from World War II. Germany then made use of the so-called “fifth column”. Now it is opting for various other methods of special warfare, in preparation for economic and military action”
.  The written press also spread the notion of a conspiracy supposedly hatched abroad, which recurred like a leitmotiv
.

69. The conspiracy took different forms depending on a context which itself changed. In the final analysis it mattered little who was actually behind the conspiracy since each time this classic technique was used the purpose was to divert Serbian public opinion away from those actually responsible for the problems experienced by the population within the country. Belgrade, and the Bosnian and Croatian Serbs in turn, would bring up the “Vatican
/Ustasha/German” conspiracy
 (so directly alluding to the massacre of Serbs during the Second World War), the American conspiracy (a resurgence of communist propaganda is evident in places) and international conspiracies which would be most clearly demonstrated by the United Nations embargo on Serbia beginning in May 1992
.

As the attitude of the international community hardened towards Serbia and the Serbian Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and in particular after the strikes against Serbian targets around Gorazde, RTS and the Bosnian Serb media introduced the notion of an international conspiracy to commit genocide against the Serbs. Following the NATO bombing, the news presenter explained to viewers: “The bombs dropped on Gorazde hit the UN building in New York. The USA, which, in fact, initiated the air-strikes, have destroyed the UN in an effort to gain full control of war and peace in the world and in this way possibly started an era of new colonialism. And every colonialism implies genocide, which was, unfortunately, first committed against the Serbs. The civilian casualties in this attack are proof of that.” Applying this same logic, the statements made by the academic and writer, Dobrica Cosic, in his capacity as Yugoslav President during a meeting with the leaders of the Serbian Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina would also be shown on RTS. They too took up this obsessional theme: “It is a total war waged against our nation. We are victims of all sorts of genocide: physical, spiritual and moral, by our being denied the right to be one nation. It is waged by armies, politicians, churches, the media, by an entire universe set on winning this war against us. I believe the most important thing of all is to do everything in our power to defend the truth. We must tell the world that these are the times of shame and deceit in which no means are spared to spiritually annihilate an entire nation. This spiritual genocide against our nation is committed by an entire civilisation through the so-called mass-media.”

70. At the same time, the international community’s successive peace plans were denounced as machiavellian ruses to make the Serbs abandon their brothers in Bosnia and Croatia. As such, on 10 April 1993, the newsreader of Serbian television declared that signing up to the Vance-Owen plan was tantamount to approving “the ethnic cleansing of the Serbs”. Faced with the pressure and threats of the international community, the media’s propaganda would take a new tack, as would Slobodan Milosevic who, in early May, called upon the Bosnian Serbs to ratify the plan
. Milosevic’s power over the RTS was confirmed once again on this occasion. The journalistic comments about the Vince-Owen project changed completely in a month, loyally falling into line with the about-face of the Serbian leader. Milica Pesic notes in this regard: “At the beginning of April 1993 Bosnian Serbs were offered a new solution: the Vance-Owen plan. The Serbian regime was against the plan. So was the TVB. And on 2 April commentator Ratko Dmitrovic
 says: “The plan is a way for ethnic cleansing of Serbs in Bosnia. If they sign that plan there will be nothing else for them but to commit collective suicide or convert to Catholicism or Islam or leave Bosnia”. Just a month later, after Milosevic changed his attitude towards the plan and became an advocate of it, TVB had all news bulletins full of politicians and ordinary people appealing for a signature of the plan because Serbs in Bosnia “had enough of war there and it is time for peace now”
. The same about-turn took place at Radio Belgrade I. While in April propaganda in favour of the war had reached its peak and the maps of the Vance-Owen plan were shown as unjust and anti-Serbian, the tone changed radically as of early May
.

71. Another facet of the anti-Serbian plot was the conspiracy purportedly orchestrated by the internal “traitors”
. The journalists accused of not adhering to the Milosevic line
 would be dismissed from their posts after being called “traitors” by the regime’s heralds. At several press conferences covered by the official media, the ultra-nationalist leader of the Radical Party, Vojislav Seselj, who announced the government’s true intentions in advance
, would draw up lists of the “uncontrollable or partisan” journalists who would later be sidelined
. When a six-day strike broke out in April 1992 at the radio’s second (culture and music) station in protest against the fact that the services had been taken over by the political authorities, Vojislav Seselj held a press conference at which he made public a list of radio and television journalists whom he believed had to be eliminated
. The list was read out on the television news programme during prime time. Most of the striking journalists, who were described as “pro-Bulgarian”, such as Ana Koteska, were subsequently put on compulsory leave or marginalised
. On 6 January 1993, Vojislav Seselj again made an announcement at a press conference in which he stated that there would be a fresh purge against the “uncontrollable or partisan journalists in order to set matters at radio-television to rights once and for all”. He threatened: “there will be purges wherever we hold power and wherever we share it”
. On 9 January 1993, a high-ranking official within Milosevic’s party, Goran Percevic, made a similar announcement on the television news when he explained: those who do not think like us cannot work in public institutions. A few days after he uttered these portentous words, 1,500 journalists and other technical or administrative staff were banned from entering the premises of radio-television and put on “compulsory leave”. The journalists who were dismissed, most often members of the trade union for independent journalists, were then replaced by newcomers whose deficient training and experience was less important than their obedience and patriotism, which thus resulted in tension within the editorial staff. Amongst the new arrivals were, in particular, the journalist Aleksandar Ljubicic in the information service at TV Belgrade, who was to become a news editor and who used to threaten those who thought “differently” with his revolver”
...

The independent media were subject to just as much condemnation and were likewise attacked as traitors. For instance, on 27 May 1992, the presenter of the second edition of the Television-Belgrade (RTS) “News” announced: “For the first time in Belgrade since the war erupted, the supposed supporters of peace are wearing a black armband as a sign of mourning. The international media are trying to outdo one another in anti-Serbian hysteria. Even within the country, the Belgrade publications Borba and Vreme are now doing the same thing”.

Triumph of disinformation

72. If disinformation consists of using “information - and especially mass information - techniques to mislead or to conceal and misrepresent facts”, we may truly say that it triumphed in the Yugoslav conflict. From whatever angle the problem is considered – and although it is again true that the Serbian media “distinguished themselves” in the field – all the media (press agencies, newspapers, radio and television…) or almost all of them regularly falsified the truth, imposed blackouts on certain “crucial” information or invented false news. Some of the “media” would use the whole range of possibilities afforded by the three techniques indiscriminately.

73. Generally, any information contradicting the official propaganda was methodically swept aside. Indisputably, one of the most flagrant examples of this was the shelling of Sarajevo and Dubrovnik by Serbian forces. The images shown of Dubrovnik came with a commentary accusing those from the West who had taken the film of manipulation and of having had a tyre burnt in front of their cameras to make it seem that the city was on fire
. As for the shells fired at Sarajevo and the damage caused, for several months it was simply as if it had never happened in the eyes of Serbian television viewers because Belgrade television would show pictures of the city taken months and even years beforehand to deny that it had ever occurred
. Through the voice of its presenter Risto Djogo, TV Pale was to assert throughout the siege of Sarajevo that the Muslims were “shelling themselves”
. This negative reconstruction of the facts was to be widely relayed by Television Belgrade which stated on 26 December 1992 for example that the siege of Sarajevo was being carried out by the Muslims: “Muslims are keeping Sarajevans under siege from inside the city, and Serbs are just protecting their own hills around the city…” Along the same lines, the TV Belgrade commentator attributed the fire in the Sarajevo University Library to the Muslims and gave the following account of the event: “Last night in Sarajevo, there was a fire in the University Library. Luckily, the invaluable cultural treasure had been moved out of it two months before. It is now difficult to establish what exactly caused the fire. True, there was heavy fighting near Trebevic last night. We scrutinised the façade for shell-damage close-up, but were unable to find any. We noticed, however, that the flames licked from within. It all points to yet another Muslim manipulation like the one in Dubrovnik when car tyres were set on fire”
 …

Disturbing news automatically minimised or distorted

74. The significance of a disturbing piece of information was frequently minimised. The simple announcement in July 1995 that the Srebrenica enclave had fallen was thus relegated to a spot at the end of the televised news by RTB
, far behind the day’s headlines, namely, the economic affairs of the country and the war in Chechnya... The meaning given to the event by the Serbian media was, to say the least, distorted. Katarina Subasic wrote in this regard: “As the world’s attention was fully focused on the mass deportation of Muslim civilians and still unclear number of victims estimated between 6 and 8.000, both the Bosnian Serb media and Milosevic-controlled outlets in Serbia described it as a “liberation of the town run by Islamic fundamentalists”, not mentioning at all any of the widespread atrocities committed during the weeks of the Serb offensive”
 …

75. When despite everything certain information directly implicating Serbian responsibility for the perpetration of atrocities managed to filter through it was distorted. On 27 May 1992, seventeen inhabitants of Sarajevo were killed and one hundred and fifty wounded by a Serbian shell as they were queuing for bread. The pictures of the massacre would be broadcast by RTS only with the Serbs’ official version of events which accused the Sarajevo government of having organised it to cause the West to intercede
. From Sarajevo, a journalist reported commented on the event with images of the carnage shown in the background: “There has been another atrocious massacre today in Sarajevo. A mortar shell fell amidst a group of civilians who were queuing for bread in Vase Miskin Street. Twelve people were killed and more than a hundred wounded. The scene shocked the local people. With reference to this, General Nedjo Boskovic, who is negotiating the withdrawal of the Army from the barracks said it was unbelievable that there could be such a monster who could shoot people who came out of shelters to buy bread. ‘The perpetrators and their commanders must be found’ said Boskovic, and since he did not see the scene of the crime, he refrained from commenting on who the possible culprits were”. This was followed by an interview of Momcilo Krajisnik, the president of the Assembly of the Serbian People of Bosnia and Herzegovina, who declared: “Having gathered all information about this incident, I can claim that the Serbian Army never fired a single shell on Sarajevo today or violated yesterday’s truce. We must certainly preserve peace in Sarajevo at all costs”. A short while later in another report from Sarajevo, TV Belgrade broadcast the following commentary which disputed that a shell could have caused the carnage and blamed the Bosnians: “Serbian forensics claim that anti-personnel contact mines had been planted there the night before. They also claim that they have evidence that the bombing was planned by Mirza Jamakovic, a police specialist for precisely this type of assignment, and Halil Rusmir. They also say it was a planted device and not a mortar shell because the blast caused no damage on the pavement and the casualties mostly suffered wounds on the lower extremities. Ballistics experts add that it was impossible that a single shell could have been so precisely lobbed into this street surrounded by many high-rises”… As if to lend more weight to this interpretation, a statement from the Bosnian Serb Army would also be broadcast on TV Belgrade: “During this day, May 27th, this year, the Army of Republika Srpska did not open fire from either infantry or any other weapons, on any target in the Sarajevo area. As for the TV shots of alleged explosions in downtown Sarajevo, we are sure this is a malicious propaganda scheme aimed at achieving certain effects from here and abroad. This is even worse  than the alleged bombing of Banoki Dvori, or Dubrovnik.”
 

Three months later, on 8 September 1992, the RTS journalist Lidija Duvancic, without waiting for confirmation, ascribed an explosion which had caused four casualties in Sarajevo to the Muslims “who are continuing with their plan, now well known, of demonising the Bosnian Serbs with the intention of provoking international military intervention”.

76. RTS was not the only one to take such a course. Politika also tirelessly justified the Bosnian Serb party’s war effort, accrediting only information received from the Bosnian Serbs. Using tendentious presentation and offering no analysis of the conflict – notably by providing no explanation of the Bosnian government’s position whatsoever – the Belgrade daily newspaper also actively contributed to blinding Serbian public opinion.

Broadcasting false news to stigmatise the enemy further

77. The making up of false news is another form of disinformation, perhaps the most harmful. SRNA, the Bosnian Serb television station, would speak “of the starving lions in Sarajevo zoo to whom ‘the Muslims threw the Serbian children and women to eat’ at a time when Sarajevo was cut off from the world”
. This propaganda technique which involved hammering home and repeating the same words and expressions over and over again to make the masses believe they were true was previously employed by Nazi Germany. The war in Bosnia was to be particularly favourable to the invention of false information and coarse lies by Television Belgrade, like for example the information broadcast on the television news of 20 August 1992 in which a reporter sent to the scene stated that 4,000 Serbs from the left bank of the Drina were being threatened with genocide; or the alarming news broadcast on the news bulletin of 16 October 1992 referring to a plan hatched by the Muslim authorities in Sarajevo whose objective was to murder some 200 Serbs
...

78. Other equally insane lies used by the Serbian media without checks being made – such as the existence of “necklaces that the Croats made from fingers cut off Serbian children”
 - were invented to fanaticise the Serbian populations scattered over various territories and ultimately to justify policies of conquest and ethnic cleansing
. Implicit in the crude set ups was the notion that all means were valid against such demons.

III. Bringing into line any alternative information or opinion

as a condition for official propaganda to succeed

79. In any given regime, official propaganda has all the more impact since there is no opposing counter-propaganda, or at least the contradictory political ideas and opinions are not voiced through broadcasting channels which can reach the masses. S. Milosevic’s regime understood this well, in that by following the political circumstances of the moment, it systematically ensured that the embryonic independent press was confined within narrow boundaries. The recourse to legal and extra-legal means to still the voices of dissension and the pressure exerted by the regime on professionals in the field of information ultimately account for why no real public arena for discussion emerged and explain the ease with which the large majority of the Serbian population was deliberately manipulated for over ten years. In this respect, the propaganda used during the Kosovo war would serve to demonstrate this one last time.

Serbian press under tight surveillance

80. We have seen that, as of 1987, Milosevic used the State or State-controlled media for his own ends. This take-over first became evident when close collaborators of Milosevic were appointed to the highest positions in those media. All were members of his political party. Dusan Mitevic, Milorad Vucelic
, Dragoljub Milanovic, Ratomir Vico
 were appointed to RTS and personally ensured that directives from Milosevic himself were put into operation. At the same time, purges were organised within press companies to separate the wheat (the “patriotic” journalists) from the chaff (the journalists considered too independent who fervently supported presenting information fairly)
.

Psychological pressure on recalcitrant journalists

81. In general, the regime would have recourse to a whole arsenal of psychological terror already tried and tested by the fascist regimes between the two wars and meant to convince even the most recalcitrant individuals to support Milosevic’s nationalist policy. This involved “journalists fired overnight or victims of persecution, physical threats, intimidation, and anonymous phone calls”
. Certain names were even blacklisted as “enemies of Serbia” requiring elimination
.

Rejection of all media broadcasting federal information 

82. It must also be stated that in keeping with his wish to maintain an absolute monopoly over information in Serbia, Slobodan Milosevic would do everything to oppose the project for the federal television station Yutel sought by the Yugoslav Prime Minister Ante Markovic who wished to broadcast an unbiased information programme to the entire country. As of its launch on 23 October 1990, the project was sabotaged by the Serbian authorities who ordered the mobile transmitters throughout the territory of the republic and further afield to be dismantled
. Some months later, the Yutel offices in Belgrade were destroyed and the staff roughed up by a unit from the Serbian extremist movement “the White Eagles”
.

Plan of action against the independent press

83. As opposed to the media under the authorities’ direct control, the few and far between independent media channels barely had more than a tenth of the national media space
. The main reason for keeping and tolerating such media – of symbolic importance – appears to lie in foreign policy considerations. Serbia exhibited this media to provide, when necessary, a democratic image of itself to the international community
.

84. Despite the obvious concern for respectability, the government of Belgrade used and abused legal and extra-legal means to counter these troublesome voices
. It was in fact through this independent media that Milosevic’s political opposition managed to voice its opinions since they did not have access to public media. The incident of the municipal elections won by the opposition coalition Zajedno (“Together”) on 17 November 1996 whose outcome was recognised by the authorities only after more than three months of almost daily demonstrations in the large towns, would confirm that, as soon as it got into political difficulties, the regime closed the door it had left partly open to seduce the international community.

85. In fact, the independent press was to be taken over again in late 1994 when a putsch was organised against the daily Borba which had dared “to denounce the responsibility of the Belgrade regime in the Bosnian war” and “to condemn the shelling of Vukovar and Sarajevo”
. After declaring the corporation which published the newspaper illegal, the state Minister for Information, Dragutin Brcin, was appointed to run Borba.

Direct involvement of the Milosevic couple

86. The entire private press sector was then kept under close scrutiny by the regime, as announced more or less officially by Mira Markovic, ideologist and wife of president Milosevic, in her column published in the weekly newspaper Duga in early January 1995
. The independent media and the professionals who worked for them were excoriated and, in keeping with classic propaganda, depicted as traitors of Serbia
: “We will know very quickly who participated in financing certain parties and certain information media in eastern Europe. However, by identifying the financiers, we will identify those who were financed, those who were paid to turn their countries into colonies (...) Dead or alive, it doesn’t matter, the perpetrators of these acts will not avoid judgement by history. It is of course unfortunate that the mark of shame will inevitably be borne by their descendants (...). Those mercenaries and informers who, for hard currency, organise “democratic” parties and “independent” media naively believe that their activities will never come to light (...). Traitors have always attempted to present their treachery as an act which defends the highest interests of the Nation. Fortunately most of them did not succeed. Therefore politicians and journalists who are now serving as envoys to modern-day conquistadores in eastern Europe will not be successful either...”

87. With a view to launching the election campaign for the municipal elections of November 1996 and resorting to the same procedure as against Borba in December 1994 and against the weekly newspaper Svetlost
 in September 1995, the authorities entrusted the municipality of Belgrade with control of the private television channel NTV Studio B in February 1996, the main forum for the opposition parties at the time
.

88. Using the same logic, Slobodan Milosevic had the last two radio stations – B 92 and Radio Index, the Belgrade student station
 – which reported on daily anti-government demonstrations, closed for 48 hours at the beginning of December 1996. From November 1996 to March 1997, the opposition demonstrations were however deliberately covered up by the state media
, like RTS which, during the huge new year’s demonstration which brought 250,000 people together in Belgrade and thousands of others in the country’s large cities, broadcast views of London and New York in its television news
.

89. The electronic media which had increased in all the towns in Serbia following the Dayton Accords would also be attacked by the authorities. Their vague legal structure would at the appropriate moment allow those authorities to hamper or stop the activity of municipal and private radio and television stations in spring 1997
. This was instrumental in causing the opposition coalition to split. Many municipalities which had been won by the opposition in November 1996 were in fact to be taken over again by the authorities on this occasion. In the same way, through the annual procedure for giving out broadcasting licenses, a number of electronic media were be got rid off. “In June 1997, the authorities closed down 55 radio and television stations”
.

90. Milosevic was personally behind this general take-over. Very recently elected to the presidency of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia on 15 July 1997, he was to publicly voice his aversion to independent media which were tiresome because they were outside his control and financed from outside
. On 23 July he declared before the Yugoslav Assembly that “it is high time that we put some order into the media, swift action must be undertaken to this end”
.

91. The political situation and climate in late 1997 was worsening: Milosevic’s candidate, Milan Milutinovic, had difficulty in getting elected as the Serbian president; a coalition government with Vojislav Seselj’s Serbian Radical Party (SRS) and Mira Markovic’s Yugoslav Unified Left was formed; Montenegro experienced vague stirrings for independence; the first signs of the Kosovo conflict appeared. With this deterioration, the last remaining room for free expression was threatened. Here again, “the propaganda methods would allow no doubt to remain as to the objectives of the regime; full control over the areas of possible opposition”
. Employing a technique already seen, the external threat was to be systematically used as a pretext to silence the dissonant voices in the country.

War propaganda and national cohesion during the Kosovo war

92. In the crisis which preceded the war and during the war itself, every effort by Slobodan Milosevic’s regime went into strengthening national cohesion around an authoritarian power
 discredited by its failure in previous wars - Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina - by its economic and social management of the country and by the personal enrichment of its leaders when the majority of the Serbian population was growing poorer. Belgrade again used a communication strategy already tried and tested in the past which was to work against independent journalists but also against the opposition. This was true for both foreign and Serbian journalists to whom all free access to information on what was really happening in Kosovo was denied. In the same way, the media controlled by the authorities, which was the great majority of media in the national landscape, were all busy denouncing the internal enemies (the political and media opposition to Milosevic) and the external ones (NATO and the western press). Serbian citizens were to be gradually classed into two categories, patriots or traitors according to whether they supported or criticised the authorities.

A set “reading list”

93. As regards the Yugoslav independent press - or at least what remained of it after Milosevic had personally imposed ten years of severe repression and brought it into line – the vice was tightened in early 1998 with intensified attacks on the media and divergent information sources. In the months before the start of air strikes on 24 March, four radio stations and one television channel were banned and Nasa Borba, a leading daily newspaper in Serbia, stopped publishing
. Refusing to bow to the “reading list” relating to events in Kosovo which the Minister for Information attempted to impose on journalists of the free press on 10 March 1998 - the date they were summoned to report to the police - Nasa Borba and later Danas or Dnevni Telegraf would not survive the adoption of a new law on information the following October providing for very high fines for dissonant voices
.

Punitive policy against the “traitors”

94. As of the first air strikes a de facto censorship would be imposed on all the media, which, because of the heavy penalties in force since the press law was passed in October 1998, would merely reproduce the official communiqués from the government and army general staff. Soldiers would be posted in the offices of each media company to ensure that the reports on Kosovo matched the ideology and official directives communicated to the press by the Ministry for Information. The first NATO strikes were to be the opportunity for the regime to close Belgrade’s Radio B92, the last independent media in Serbia. A few days later, on 11 April, the owner of Dnevni Telegraf, Slavko Curuvija, who had been close to the regime and “defected” some months earlier, was assassinated in the streets of Belgrade, shortly after being described by a local daily newspaper as a “traitor” who had “to be dealt with”
. This was reiterated by Serbian Radio Television
. In Kosovo itself, the local independent press also disappeared
, like Koha Ditore, the main Albanian language newspaper which was to stop printing on 23 March.

95. Closing down or bringing into line the few independent media, none of which, it must be recalled, had national coverage, was to preclude any version differing from that of the propaganda media responsible for spreading the official truth. This unique press situation explains why Serbian citizens saw the massacres and pillage committed against the Kosovar population as the destruction of KLA bases during “pacification operations” and the exodus of that very population as unfortunates not fleeing the violent acts of politicians and soldiers but the “NATO bombing”
.

Serbia as the victim of an umpteenth international plot

96. Serbian public opinion, which had not been informed of the violence committed in Kosovo or the evidence of refugees, was fed effective propaganda whose main support was Serbian Radio Television
 which played on nationalist sentiment and reduced the air strikes to an international plot against Serbia. The propaganda is intense wrote Natalie Nougayrède, special envoy of Le Monde who was still in Belgrade the day after the first strikes. The bulletins are quite frequent, interrupted with musical interludes, videos to the glory of the armed forces or films on the resistance of Serbian anti-Nazi fighters during the Second World War
. The connection made between Bill Clinton and Adolf Hitler and the showing of Charlie Chaplin’s cult film The Dictator allowed the Serbian public to believe, for example, that it was once again the victim of Nazi aggression and therefore threatened in its very being.

New war waged against the “Serbian people”

97. This war propaganda, based on hatred of an enemy with many faces, was the extension of the propaganda which accompanied the collapse of the former Yugoslavia in the early 1990s. Researcher Jacques Sémelin considers that the propaganda was directly in keeping with the history of Serbia at least since the Second World War
. The priority of Milosevic’s regime was therefore to convince public opinion that NATO was waging a war with the Serbian people and not with his regime and war machine
.

98. That observation explains how the Serbian media continued to ignore the tragedy of the Kosovars and how the regime, which refused to allow NATO journalists to report on the war, expressly organised a convoy for them in order to show them the wreck of an American F-117 stealth bomber, which had either crashed because of a technical problem or had been shot down by anti-aircraft defence. The slightest “collateral damage” caused by NATO aircraft was exploited in the media for both external and internal consumption in order to try to substantiate the idea that it was indeed a war against the civilian population.

99. The regime’s propaganda generally ignored the facts and constructed its own “reality”, as demonstrated inter alia by the meeting broadcast by RTS between Slobodan Milosevic and the Kosovar leader Ibrahim Rugova, who was taken out of his monitored residence in Pristina for the occasion. The main purpose of this strange and surrealist meeting was to make people believe that the Serbs wanted to re-launch negotiations at a time when ethnic cleansing operations in the field were increasing.

100. Therefore, from the moment the first air strikes hit to the time the peace plan was announced, the Serbian media were to put out propaganda which replaced the simple truth of the facts
, while the silencing of independent voices - which alone might have enlightened Serbian public opinion - made it impossible to process honestly and fairly any information on the Kosovo conflict and NATO’s intervention.

International press in quarantine 

101. At the same time that the national press was being brought under control, foreign journalists were denied access, or at least full access, to information about what was happening on the ground in Kosovo and Serbia once the NATO air strikes began because the Serbs completely limited their ability to report on the news. 

102. After the first air strikes, the Serbian police in Belgrade arrested about thirty western journalists who were interrogated and then expelled, mostly from Yugoslavia
. This was the case of inter alia the correspondents from Libération and Le Soir, the ABC News producer and the journalist from the Washington Post.
103. Also at that time, the Serbian authorities attempted to block the free circulation of broadcast images by shutting down the satellite European Union Radio Broadcasting Network (EUR) and ordering that Serbian television not allow CNN to use its technical resources to distribute its reports
. 

104. It was in Kosovo and its capital Pristina that repressive measures were applied against foreign corespondents the most strictly. This was done in accordance with the communiqué of the Serbian Ministry for Information dated 25 March which stated that “on the basis of article 8 of the Law on the Defence of the Republic of Serbia, the Ministry for Information orders that journalists from the media of those countries participating in the NATO aggression against our country or allowing their territory to be used for the purposes of that aggression shall be expelled
.” Paul Watson of the Los Angeles Times was the only independent journalist who succeeded in slipping through the net. He was able to travel throughout Kosovo
 during the approximately 78 days of air strikes whereas the other foreign correspondents were forced to move to Macedonia, Albania or even Montenegro from where they could report only about the refugee problem. 

105. In practice, the conditions necessary for a minimum of transparency in respect of information were completely lacking. Freedom of movement was eliminated which made verifying facts or interviewing witnesses on-site impossible. Statements could not be cross-checked, investigations could not be carried out. The impact on the very essence of the journalist’s work was tremendous: information could not be collected, facts could not be checked and cross-checked, processing could not take place. All this was denied to foreign journalists by the Milosevic regime. The fact that journalists were unable to gather and process information explains why they were forced to rely on second-hand sources with all the concomitant risks of error and imprecision. This was even more so when it came to reporting about the on-going ethnic cleansing since the journalists were made dependent on what they heard instead of what they saw with their own eyes in a Kosovo transformed into a session not open to the media
. 

Reasons for the impact of propaganda on public opinion

106. An overview of how propaganda was used in the former Yugoslavia during the wars in Croatia and Bosnia, and elsewhere as well, demonstrates how war is today more than ever before linked to the control of information and communications. The fact that controlling them is in itself a stake or an additional resource to be used to reach pre-set objectives again shows the importance of “informing” and “making others believe”. The total or partial lack of alternative information, the locking out of the media and the enormous power of television are all factors which explain why the great majority of the Serbian population did not see things clearly and accepted the official version. 

A population disoriented by a widespread crisis

107. In order to explain why the official propaganda was effective and to understand why it had a permanent impact on the population, it is necessary to keep in mind the conditions in the country which were exceptionally favourable for this in the late 1980s. In addition to the serious social and economic crisis affecting Yugoslavia, and Serbia in particular, which was unable to modernise its industrial infrastructure – not unlike the case almost everywhere else in eastern and central Europe – there was also the gradual rethinking of the regime’s ideological nature. The great transformations taking place within the social and economic structures had a direct effect on people’s daily lives as did the loss of reference points inherited from many years of Yugoslav communism. Disoriented within its collective beliefs, the Serbian population would be easy prey for nationalist propaganda. Like the critical situation in czarist Russia after 1910 or Germany in the 1930s, Serbia’s negative political, economic and social conditions in the late 1980s were fertile ground for the appearance and development of those preaching nationalism and xenophobia.  

Support of the regime by the major opinion-formers 

108. The propaganda processed by media like Politika or Belgrade Radio and Television (later known as Serbian Radio and Television) prepared and manipulated public opinion thus giving to the Milosevic regime the ability to garner a national political consensus for his policy. Obtaining this consensus was facilitated by the support for him of other opinion-formers: the intellectuals
, the unions, the educational institutions and especially the Orthodox Church. As an example, we point to the Church’s support for the regime’s 1989 celebrations of the six-hundredth anniversary of the Battle of the Field of Blackbirds which organised a travelling media exhibition throughout the republic during which mortuary relics of Prince Lazar were displayed and buried at that symbolic site. Such support convinced many Serbs to back the nationalist program. When we consider that most people tend to define themselves in relation to the opinions prevailing in the groups of which they are members, we can understand that opinion-formers like the Orthodox Church, the intelligentsia and others, helped the State media to forge a general consensus around the Serbian national question. In such a consensual atmosphere, nobody questioned the validity and possible dire consequences of such a plan, at least, nobody among the major opinion-formers to which the Serbian masses had access. The independent press itself found it very difficult not to give in to reflexes touching on issues of identity. As Anne Madelain writes: “when collective identity is at stake, the ‘independent’ media often find it difficult to avoid reflexes based on identity and to ensure pluralism. War merely bolsters the phenomenon and although war feeds on propaganda, propaganda also feeds on war”
.
Official press: sole source of information for 90% of the Serbs

109. The alternative information and opinions which did run through Serbian society were never made available to the majority of the population. The explanation for this can be found first in the fact that the only media covering all of Serbia were the State radio and television
. Although some independent electronic media were tolerated, they had only a limited, sometimes confidential, broadcast range. For example, Radio B92, which was the main provider of information challenging the regime and a podium for the opposition, could be heard only in Belgrade and several large urban centres but almost nowhere else in Serbia. Attempts to widen their broadcast range were all thwarted by the authorities: their transmitter was seized, they were not allowed to broadcast other radio programmes, and so forth.

110. The second factor is that the rest of the republic was carefully kept away from the independent media in the large cities – and Belgrade especially – which were the strongholds of the regime’s opposition because it was outside those cities that Milosevic found his greatest support. Belgrade did in fact have the best coverage by the independent media but “Milosevic’s power relied on rural Serbia which was under the domination of the official press”
. In this respect, State television occupied a significant position as the prime medium in the country
. Official propaganda therefore reached more than 3.5 million people every evening and was the single source of information for 30% of the population that had not completed primary schooling
... The producer Lazar Lalic provides an example which captures the impact of the RTS propaganda on certain audiences. Questioned by the RTS  on the reasons which had led her to volunteer to fight at Vukovar, a young Serbian woman in uniform, mother of two children, said: “Well, when I watch Television, I see what’s going on and I want to help, and it’s worth sacrificing my life for this here Serbia of ours”
.
Impossibility of a democratic changeover of political power

111. The State television monopoly over information, and to a lesser degree the national radio monopoly, was a guarantee that Slobodan Milosevic would cash in on extraordinary political royalties. The opposition’s voice was limited to the urban centres – that is to an audience it had already mostly captured – and reached rural Serbia only now and again. The media advantage would of course pay off in many elections. This was the case in the December 1990 elections
 and the December 1992 elections
 as well. Shortly before and during the electoral campaign, the official media doubled efforts to ensure victory for the incumbents, Slobodan Milosevic and the Serbian Socialist Party, even if the messages put out by the opposition had to be ignored or distorted
. The flagrant inequality of the campaign conditions was condemned in an official report drafted by 119 observers sent by the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) which was particularly critical of the “shameful propaganda of the State-controlled media and, in particular, television which ignored or altered the message of the opposition.”

112. The independent print media had barely any impact on the majority of the Serbian population. Hard-hit by the paper shortages caused by the international embargo during the war, written publications were reserved for a privileged urban elite. Although the print media were an important symbol for the democrats who saw the written word as the way to preserve their “mental health”, over a ten-year period, they watched their editions dwindle away under the weight of all sorts of obstacles created by those in power and their readers become bankrupt. This did not apply to Serbs living in the countryside and so it was, in fact, the urbanites who suffered the most from the international embargo and the consequences of the war in Kosovo.


Lack of any critical spirit
113. These characteristics of the Serbian media landscape help us to understand why the population was extremely vulnerable to the propaganda the regime put out, a regime which successful destroyed any critical spirit. It was easier for it to achieve this end because the Yugoslav masses had already been conditioned by decades of communist propaganda. The lack of information, or availability of one-way information only, explains the docility of the Serbian masses in the face of a nationalist regime and policy whose criminal features they did not clearly discern. The people either did not wish to see what was happening or were content to receive their information from official sources only and so were kept ignorant of what was really going on in the federation and Serbia. They were psychologically disposed to believe any type of lie. In this regard, Florence Hartmann reported on the significant work of a team from the Belgrade Institute for Political Studies in July 1992. The team concluded that “only 20% of the persons interviewed correctly answered the question “Who shelled Sarajevo from the hills overlooking the city in May and June?”
. The remaining 80%, that is the overwhelming majority of those questioned, based their information on only the official sources and were misinformed by the regime’s propaganda
. This serious situation which deprived the opposition of the chance to express its criticism and convince public opinion to hand over to it the reins of power was made possible by the overwhelming power of State television over all of Serbian society. The journalist from Le Monde wrote: Television in Serbia is playing an increasingly important role in forming opinion. Its deliberate Manichaeism is projected over the entire society which has surrendered all critical spirit to television. The effects of this are disturbing according to the specialists who speak of viewers being hypnotised and of their unbelievable gullibility. Certain studies, they add, assert that 60% of the population ‘blindly believe’ in the information they get from television.
”

This particularly difficult context explains why clairvoyants of all kinds became more numerous and achieved success throughout the 1990s and why they were omnipresent in the Serbian media. Having perceived the potential value of the occult sciences, the Milosevic regime would exploit them as did Joseph Goebbels. In his personal diary, Goebbels noted “the need to incorporate the occult sciences into our propaganda (...) we must put pressure on all the clairvoyants to get them to work for us ”
. From 1994 onwards, the Politika press group, which then owned several magazines devoted to magic, served as a springboard for almost a hundred clairvoyants and fortune-tellers who, according to a Belgrade divination agency owner, had been asked by “those in power not to speak ill of the government and to propagate positive energy”
. To cite one example amongst others: The Third Eye, one of the oldest magic magazines founded by the Yugoslav government, would assert in its “Horoscope” column that Slobodan Milosevic’s destiny was to lead Yugoslavia: “The stars are favourable to Slobodan Milosevic. He has many enemies but this was to be expected. He is the best of all men and it is not unusual that many people wish to drive him from power. He was born a Leo and Yugoslavia under the sign of Taurus, which proves that they cannot be separated.”
 Yet, it was again RTS that would push the use of parapsychology to its limits for propaganda purposes by broadcasting the messages of hate it conveyed during peak viewing hours. In early 1993, the weekly programme “Milja’s Horoscope”, presented by Milja Vujanovic who claimed to be an astrologist, historian and reporter (and was in addition a former actress and Miss Yugoslavia), would be rescheduled from its late evening slot on RTS’s Channel Three (3K) to peak viewing time - at 20:15 hours on Tuesdays. The researchers, Elena Popovic and Vladimir Badinovac, who studied the political astrology programmes from March to May 1993 summed up their role as follows: “What Milja Vujanovic explains, regardless of the occasional invoking of astrology symbols (...) easily translates into everyday political language. What we have here is the glorification of the Serb nation, the total negation of everything that is different and the justification for spreading the policies of this state authority. And so, astrology is usually found in the role of an instrument of hate speech.”
 The women who depicted the Serbs as “a people chosen by Heaven” and who spoke of “the Satanism” of the western powers at a time when the Federal Army was shelling Vukovar in Autumn 1991 would officiate over such ceremonies for the Belgrade regime for a whole decade. The regime would find ways to express its gratitude to her. After her husband shot and wounded her in spring 2000, Vecernje Novosti, one of the regime’s two leading newspapers, would publish a daily health update on the former Miss Yugoslavia for several weeks.

The blurred boundary between information, astrology and propaganda could not be better illustrated than by the 1993 New Year’s message which was broadcast to Serbian television viewers on the RTS 19:30 news whilst war was raging in Croatia and Bosnia: “The ‘Dnevnik’ magazine in its New Year issue reports on clairvoyant predictions for this year, Zorika Cvetkovic, astronumerologist from Belgrade, whose predictions about this war have come true, sees the boundaries of the third Yugoslavia expanding and the Serbs living in a confederate state”.
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� A great many threatening declarations by the main Serb leaders implicitly or explicitly conveying the idea that the non-Serb populations must leave the territory where the Serbs are living or else submit.. were systematically broadcast by the media.


Slobodan Milosevic:


“The Kosovo myth unified the entire Serbian people scattered throughout Yugoslavia(...) Today it still plays a considerable role as regards the position of the Serbian people in Kosovo and also in all of Yugoslavia(...) Today, six hundred years later, we find ourselves at battle and facing battle once again. This is not a battle with weapons although weapons may yet be used.” (Politika, 29 June 1989).


“Those who here in Yugoslavia support the terror in Kosovo are dealing a serious blow to Serbia and Yugoslavia (...) The Serbs and Montenegrins have not remained alone these past few days. Each home in Serbia is by their side. And each home in Serbia is ready to leave tomorrow for Kosovo (...) because they know (i.e. the “Albanian chauvinists”) and must know also in the future that they will not nor will never occupy a single inch of Serbian territory. And, in particular, they will not have or occupy Kosovo and Metohija” (Politika, 6 February 1990).


“Only the peoples of this Yugoslavia have the right to decide its destiny because it was not the republics which created Yugoslavia but the peoples (...) The Serbian people want to live in a single State. For this reason, any division into several States which would separate the various parts of the Serbian people by placing them in different sovereign States cannot, in our opinion, be accepted, that is - and I will be more specific still - cannot even be considered”(Danas, 15 January 1991).


Vojislav Seselj, President of the Serbian Radical Party:


“Our point is perfectly clear. We are in favour of the renewal of the Serbian State in the Balkans, a state that would unite all Serbian territories: the present-day Serbian federal unit, Serbian Macedonia, Serbian Montenegro, Serbian Bosnia and Serbian Herzegovina, Serbian Dubrovnik, Serbian Dalmatia, Serbian Lika, Serbian Kordun, Serbian Slavonija and Serbian Baranja”, interview by Branko Akarmic, in Tribuna, 1 October 1990.


“We have nothing against the fact that the new “poglavnik” of the oustachis, Franco Tudjman, is forming his independent State of Croatia but only to the west of the Karlovac-Ogulin-Karlovac-Virovitica line. We will avenge the Serbian blood and present the bill for all the crimes and a million Serbian victims to the new Oustachi movement. All Serbism; Serbism has no price! (...) 100,000 Croats must leave Serbia, otherwise Serbia will quite simply not be able to accommodate the unfortunate Serbs driven out of Croatia. This will just be an exchange of population, carried out under the pressure of the Croatian government’s terror.” (Politika, 14 May 1991).


“Muslims should know that the best thing for them would be to live in a single state, just like the Serbs. And if they don’t want that, let them form their Jamahiriyah in those areas where they are the majority population, and even then they cannot have a compact whole. They will remain scattered: otherwise we would resettle the population. The Serbs from areas with an absolute Muslim majority would be resettled and vice-versa, but not a single Serb is going to live under the Jamahiriyan regime”, interview by Olivera Miletovic, in ON, 1 March 1992.


“(...) As for the people of Croatian nationality, all of them, except those who fought with us for the freedom of Serbian Slavonija, i.e. those who went to the frontline as members of the reserve forces, will have to go, following the principle of retaliatory duty. If TUDMAN expelled more than 300,000 Serbs, what are the Croats in Serbia waiting for? We will have to provide those Serbs with accommodation somewhere...”, TV Politika with Seselj, interviewed by Vera Radovic on 12 June 1992.


Mirko Jovic, president of the Serbian Renewal Movement:


“If we ever have the right to decide in our State, no one will be able to say that he/she is Macedonian, Muslim or Montenegrin by nationality(...) In the future Serbia we are striving for, they (i.e. the Macedonians) can even consider themselves as extra-terrestrials, but let them keep this feeling to themselves; we know that they are Serbs” (Nedjeljna Dalmacija, 20 May 1990).


“The Serbs must understand that this war (i.e. in Bosnia) cannot end with an agreement. It is a war for territories and where the fighting is taking place at the moment there will be either no more Muslims or no more Serbs” (Politika, 27 May 1992).


Radovan Karadzic, president of the Serbian Democratic Party of Bosnia:


“This is the third or the fourth republic to want out of Yugoslavia….The path they embarked on is the same highway which led Croatia to hell, but the hell of war in B&H would be even more terrible, for Muslims could perhaps become extinct…Hence don't try to negotiate things in Europe to which you are not entitled” (Vecernje Novosti, 16 October 1991).


Bozidar Vucurevic, president of the Self-Proclaimed Region of Eastern Herzegovina:


“I would like to inform the Serbian people that we are going to correct all the injustices regarding the borders traced by Josip Broz with his dirty finger out of boredom. He sold Serbian territories cheap to the Croats and Muslims. The Muslims are only a negligible minority which must yield to the majority Serbian people. We will not stop, we will chase them all the way to Zagreb if necessary. We have revenge in our blood and in our oath” (Danas, 29 October 1991).


Vuk Draskovic, president for the Serbian Renewal Movement:


“We are in favour of a Serbia which (...) comprises firstly the Serbian territory at the current time including, of course, its two provinces which will no longer have the status of provinces: then Barania, Macedonia, that is southern Serbia and Montenegro. Moreover, the Serbian nationalist revival is demanding the incorporation into Serbia of the historical and ethnic regions of our people in Bosnia, Slavonia, Herzegovina, Lika, Kordun, Banija and Knin, Krajina (...) No Serb killed or injured must remain unavenged. In Croatia those who announce new persecutions must know that these Serbian graves have not yet been avenged. We will have to draw up files on our enemies.” (Quoted in Le nettoyage ethnique. Documents historiques sur une idéologie serbe, collected, translated and commented on by Mirko Grmek, Marc Gjidara and Neven Simac, Fayard, Paris, 1993, p. 316).


� A good example is the declaration made by academic and novelist Dobrica Cosic who, by skilful use of rhetoric, begins by saying that he never called for ethnic cleansing while in fact wishing for it: “We need not aspire to ethnically clean Serbia, but we should liberate those who don't feel free with Serbs and who limit Serb freedom” (Promene, Dnevnik, Novi Sad, 1992, p. 176). Momcilo Selic, an ultra-nationalist historian, calls for the expulsion of the non-Serbs: “The thing we must do is expel many to their places of origin, close down borders like Enver Hodja did in Albania, make a unitary Serbia, and then they can complain as much as they want” (Duga, 12-26 September 1992). Mirko Kulic, a parliamentary member of Milosevic’s socialist party, hesitates between an expulsion taking into account humanitarian criteria and more radical measures: “In this situation, when Croats are committing genocide against Serbs, the question is whether we should thus react towards Croats…I don't favour the same measures, for it would mean that we would have to kill and slaughter Croats in Serbia, but humane re-settlement of population could be effected voluntarily…” (Borba, 3 April 1992). Commander of the Novi Sad army, General Andreja Biorcevic, opts for the hard-line approach: “All Serb countries and Serb people must be in one state. And if you cannot provide for that diplomatically, we shall ensure that by war and there shall be rivers of blood…” (Vreme, 30 March 1992). For Radovan Karadzic, leader of the Bosnian Serbs, the existence of a unitarian Serbian State cannot even be called into question: “No force or power can prevent us from creating a Serb state….only God may, and God shall not do it, because he is on our side” (Radio Belgrade II, 1 March 1993). As regards the union of Serbian territories, metropolitan Amfilohije Radovic states that: “The backbone of those United Countries is perhaps known and, in the face of all misfortunes, it is taking shape. And that backbone is Serbia and Montenegro, perhaps Eastern Herzegovina, a good part of Bosnian Krajina, Serb Krajina… The outlines of those Serb countries are emerging amid all these developments and it is a pity that we did not respond to the woes and screams from Srpska Krajina on time” (Duga, 20 April 1992).


� “For decades, the Serbs in socialistic Croatia have not had the ethnic rights which they had under the  Austria-Hungary Empire. They endure it as the heavenly doom, and we, their compatriots, keep silent out of fear, indifference, greed… Is the Serbian fate in the war in Croatia – genocide and in socialistic peace – discrimination and assimilation”, Dobrica Cosic, Duga, n° 406,16-29 September 1989.


� “Serbs must not renounce their age-old objective to live in one state. That idea is priceless. We must act like other serious peoples in history in similar circumstances (...) Serb people must regain their confidence and dignity. And must defend themselves. Even if it were the only people in the world, or the only one putting up resistance to the whole world” Gojko Dogo, poet (Politika Ekspres, 6 April 1992).


“The Serbian people do not accept IZETBEGOVIC as their President. They don’t want him and there is no power that is going to make them accept IZETBEGOVIC. The Serbian people had to arm and to organise themselves as military units. And it was our common duty to support them as much as our circumstances would allow us: with material, financially, with arms, and by sending volunteers, etc., for they are our brother Serbs”, Vojislav Seselj, Studio B, November 1990.


“We have already deployed several Chetnik groups in Zagreb, and in some other cities in Croatia, which are trained for sabotage and terrorist actions, and, should a massacre of the Serbian civilian population happen, the Chetniks will strike against Zagreb and other Croatian strongholds with all their force. You see, revenge is blind during the process of retaliation. We might have innocent victims: however, nothing can be done about that. Let the Croats think first. We are not going to strike first, but if they strike, we will not pay attention to our target anymore. If the Army does not disarm the Ustashas urgently, a lot of blood is going to be shed,” interview by Verica Milievic, ON, 24 May 1991.


� Milica Pesic, journalist at Television Belgrade and Serbian Radio Television from 1983 to 1992, said on the matter: “According to the Code of Journalists of Yugoslavia, a journalist was defined as a ‘socio-political worker who, conscientiously adhering to the ideas of Marxism-Leninism, [...] participates in the establishment of socialist self-management of society’ ”. In Manipulations on Television Belgrade, A Thesis in International Journalism Presented to the Department of Journalism, City University in partial fulfilment of the requirements for the Master of Arts Degree, Department of Journalism, City University, London, September 1994, p. 12.


� On this transformation of the concept of journalist, see Dragica Mugosa, “Alternative Information Network”, AIM, Alternativna Informativna Mreza (Alternative Information Network). Free speech, free media: rights under threat? Public hearing before the Foreign Affairs, Security and Defence Policy Commission, Human Rights Sub-Commission of the European Parliament, Brussels, 25 April 1996. http://www.europarl.eu.int/hearings/speech/reseau_en.htm


� Purges were the preferred method for dealing with rebellious journalists. After Milosevic’s takeover of Politika with Zivorad Minovic’s intervention (see paragraph 41 footnote) more than 70 editors were removed from their posts; the audio-visual media journalists were not spared either by the many purges if they demonstrated too much independence. A little book entitled Purges in Belgrade radio and television published in April 1993 by the independent radio and television syndicate provides thus a detailed account of the purges with the dates, names and persons concerned, their positions, etc.


� The very structure of the media scene in the former Yugoslavia encouraged the nationalist development of the media. The observation of Borisav Jovic, one of Milosevic’s closest collaborators and president of the Yugoslav Federation at the time, on 17 October 1990 is revealing: “The wave of hatred and national prejudice threatens to return us to our bloody past. This has become the greatest danger to the security and integrity of the country. All of this has been furthered by the open information and propaganda war in Yugoslavia’s completely divided media market. Relations between the individual federal entities have become so bad that contacts at the level of responsible institutions have been severed or reduced to confrontation through the media”. His letter of resignation from Yugoslav presidency which he addressed to the citizens via Belgrade Television read similarly: “(...) The media are completely divided and the media war has assumed such intensity that the opposing sides can be considered belligerents (…)”. In Last Days of the SFRY, Journal of excerpts translated by David Stephenson for the ICTY, pp. 177 and 258.


� The Serbian media were conceived principally by the members of Milosevic’s party and his nationalist radical allies as political instruments to support the régime, responsible for contributing to the achievement of his ultra-nationalist objectives. The quotations from politicians and/or journalists below show the strength of their belief in the power of the media and, consequently, the importance they placed on their control over it:


“(…) as editor-in-chief I have certain obligations and certain authorisations, and my priority is to conduct and implement the policy of the communists’ association…I am saying that I am obliged to prevent anything that is not in line with the Communists’ association and its program policy from being published in Politika”, Zivorad Minovic, editor-in-chief of Politika, in Miodrag Marovic, “Politika” and Politics, Helsinki Committee for Yugoslavia, not yet published.


- “On 9 March Serb people were swindled. 9 March was organised in Belgrade by Ante Markovic and the foreign intelligence services!… The one who raids the TV station, intends to topple the authorities. The one who takes the TV station, has taken over power! And nowhere in the world would any regime let it happen without much blood being shed. Hence Draškovic is the main culprit for the bloodshed”, Dr. Vojislav Šešelj, “the Chetnik duke”, in Duga, 13 April 1992.


- “Serb people know well who should receive the most credit for the establishment of a unified Serbia, and Ekspres spearheaded that fight. Hence we shall not allow that master-minds of such a policy, leading to the current democracy, be groundlessly persecuted”, Tomica Raičevic, member of the SPS Executive Committee, in Politika Ekspres, 22 April 1992.


- “The spirit of democracy has taken root in our Public Information Law and information houses. We initiated personnel changes in RT Belgrade”, Radoslav Zlatanovic, SPS deputy at the Serbian People’s Assembly.


- “I am displeased with the smear-campaign against our house. It is spearheaded by those who work in our house, and don't want to leave it. Gentlemen, follow your convictions, that is only fair enough. Don't daydream, be rid of any illusion of your staging a coup in TV (…) What do they want? They get their salaries, have incentives, enjoy all elements of social standard, including a holiday resort in Zlatibor (…) I am pleased that RTV Serbia stepped into the world, and became world TV, liberated from the protectorate of Croat TV. We have our international channel, which is also used by Macedonia, Montenegro and B&H. I am pleased with the help we gave to Serb people in Croatia. We prevented both their mental and physical deaths at the hands of Ustashi. Our TV and radio programs can be followed in the whole of Croatia. I am glad that we have helped the Serb people in Croatia, notably in Krajina, to launch their own radio and TV program”, Dobrosav Bjeletic, former executive Secretary of the central committee of the Serbian League of Communists and director of RTS, interview in Večernje Novosti, 30 March 1992.


� As demonstrated by the inflammatory declarations of Vojislav Seselj systematically broadcast by the media:


- “If barricades or a Muslim revolt emerge in Sandžak we shall immediately send in our war-hardened voluntary units. So Muslims had better be more cautious. And our war veterans shall continue their campaign, if necessary up to Anadolia. Many Islam fanatics from Novi Pazar, Sjenica and Tutin have already perished in their capacity of Croatian mercenaries and soldiers of Izetbegovic in Bosnia”, in Borba, 17 May 1992.


- “I think that all Croats should be expelled, barring those who responded to the call-up. Also exempt should be Serb Catholics (Šokci and Bunjevci) who enjoy full equality. We shall give the addresses of exiled Serbs from Zagreb and Varaždin to the Croats”, in Vecernje Novosti, 17 April 1992.


- “I would expel Croats on several grounds. Firstly because they are utterly disloyal inhabitants of Serbia, the vast majority of them are members of the HDZ, or collaborate with that party, and they do their utmost to internally destabilise Serbia. They are close collaborators of Ustashi. We shall have to retaliate because Tuđman expelled 160,000 Serbs. In view of the latter, what are Croats in Serbia waiting for? Thirdly, the largest number of Croats living today in Serbia were settled by Ante Pavelic in Zemun, Slankamen and other places….at work is the principle of the state reason in the situation when the state is at risk. We must foil those fifth-columnists. We would do that in an utterly humane way. We would give them addresses of Serbs driven out of Croatia. Those are clear-cut, simple and utterly humane solutions. We cannot treat Croats in a human way, and our own people in an inhumane way”, in Osmica, 22 April 1992.


- “Members of all national minorities shall have the same rights as citizens of Serbia…. We appeal to Hungarians not to back adventurers like Andras Agoston, for they might not fare well…. And they should remember that Serbs can be extremely spiteful and revengeful, and that we shall use arms if necessary (…) the expulsion of Croats from Vojvodina and Serbia and the repatriation of Serb refugees to Serb territories ensured by the presence of Blue Helmets who would also make it possible to hold a referendum on the issue of the Serbian border, which was not in Karlovac, but rather in a Karlovac suburb, not in Virovitica, but in Pakrac (…) Once the Serb Republic of Krajina and Republika Srpska join B&H the newly-emerged Yugoslavia shall easily proclaim itself the federal state of Serbia and thus finally get its Serb army (…) We fight for the state whose name shall be Serbia, but we have accepted the concept of this rump Yugoslavia because of international circumstances”, in Borba, 3 May 1992.


Another example: instead of interviewing the authorities and local people, an RTS reporter dispatched to Vojvodina to report on the calls for autonomy allegedly made by the Hungarians peremptorily announced” “They [the Hungarians] have never stopped dreaming of once again becoming a part of the Austro-Hungarian empire. They even want to change the names of the streets in this town and call the old square by the name the Germans called it during the Second World War - Hitler Square!” Quoted by Milica Pesic, op. cit. p. 35.


� Many simplistic, caricatured and pejorative nationalist political declarations were thus relayed by the media controlled by the Belgrade authorities to discredit Albanians, Croats and Muslims. In its edition of 5 July 1991, Duga magazine published the words of a campaign of the ultra-nationalist radical Vojislav Seselj who stated that “the Croats had to have their throats cut, not with a knife but with a rusty spoon”.


The day before, on 4 July, he informed ON of his intentions were he were leader of Serbia: “I would first order the army to pull out its troops and weapons from the area of what today is Slovenia and thus enable the secession of Slovenia. Then I would order Croatia to be cut off and the army withdrawn, and weapons to be placed along the line Karlobag-Ogulin-Karlovac-Virovitica. I would suspend all federal bodies and set up a committee of the Serbian National Saving with sweeping powers until the end of year elections for the Constitution-Making Assembly. It would be painless since the Croats would hide immediately. They are cowards. Cowardice is in their genes. In Western Srem 22 Serbs defeated over 300 Ustashi special forces. Bosnia is indisputably Serbian, and all those Muslim fundamentalists who disagree with that idea, may pack up and leave in a timely manner. I think that by virtue of the genetic make-up of Serbian people, they are always ready for warfare. Every Serb is a born soldier, and Europe knows that well. Many Balkan nations who underrated Serbs paid dearly for it. I don't believe that anyone would dare to impose on us solutions which are contrary to our national interests”.


“The Croats are a rotten nation. I have never yet met a decent Croat”, he again stated on 6 August 1991 in an interview with Der Spiegel (reported by the Belgrade Tanjug Press agency in its bulletin of 8 August, pp.14-15). Still in the same vein, he stated to Iskra (Birmingham) on 1 December 1991: “The Croats are a decadent people. I have never met an honest Croat” (pp.4-6).


Another example, the declaration of Biljana Plavsic, quoted by Borba on 8 February 1993: “Rape unfortunately belongs to the war strategy of Muslims and some Croats towards Serbs. For Islam rape is normal, for that religion tolerates polygamy. Throughout 500 years of Turkish occupation both begs and agas were entitled to spend the first night with a recently married woman from the 'mob'. Also under the Islamic religious tenets nation of a child is the one of his father…”


� See for example Dobrica Cosic’s declaration in Nada in July 1994: “The break-up of Yugoslavia by dint of national secessions in which Germany, together with the EC, America and later Islamic powers played a major role was tantamount to a declaration of WW3 with the same goals as WW1 and WW2. Serb people responded by a war of defence, a war for their survival and their democratic state. Despite that war and its goals, Serbs shall survive and attain their fundamental national objectives. Serbs shall create a new state, whose character shall deny and prevail over national and ideological goals of all sides and participants in the Serb civil war, waged under occupation in 1941-1945 period. This current war and its objective – a single, unified state of Serb people – should suspend our ideological antagonisms and divisions originating in the civil war and WW2.….Hence the national reconciliation was set in place by history itself”.


See also the following articles which appeared in Politika:


- ““I hate all things Serbia, and Serb people”. This motto is still the rallying cry of unprincipled coalition. It is obvious that anti-Serbism is still fashionable in the "West" in certain circles. It has been present in the political scene since the end of WW2, but now its aggressive and destructive manifestations are in full swing. Western politicians and theoreticians can no longer tolerate the Serbian syndrome of liberator, and thus they try their best to prevent and thwart Serbia’s further development and prosperity”. Randjel Janicijevic, in Politika, 26 May 1989.


- “Anti-Serb hysteria in Croatia, Slovenia and B&H had a major impact on foreign public opinion, the one traditionally under the influence of Catholic circles, hostile towards Serbs, considered schismatic, and under the influence of Muslim fundamentalist centres working full-throttle on the islamisation of the planet. Many anti-Serb articles who maintain that Serbia stripped the Kosovar Albanians of their "fundamental autonomous rights" are written by people bankrolled by the powerful Albanian drug-peddling mafia and financed by the state coffers of Albania” Batric Jovanovic, in Politika, 31 May 1990.


- “In Yugoslavia there is a long-running political war….but few know its causes, political goals and plans or the character of any possible armed conflict. And that war should bring about the disintegration of Yugoslavia, that is, the recovery of Austro-Hungary and the formation of a Greater Albania. Hence, underway is the organisation of a political war against Yugoslavia on anti-Serb grounds. The US, NATO and Vatican are engaged in carrying out that division. They took on the roles of Germany, Italy and Great Britain from WW2. The post-war anti-Serb policy of those countries envisaged a more far-reaching genocide than WW2 against the Serb people. The initial phase of that war should unfold in Kosovo and Metohija and elsewhere. And that war would not be feasible without the obvious and decisive backing of external factors”. Radivoje Jovanovic-Bradonja, in Politika, 4 December 1990.


� An academician, he was appointed a member of the Committee for Preparing the Memorandum on Society’s Present-day Problems in 1985 and became vice-president of the SPS shortly after the position was created in June 1990. In the weeks that followed and in the run-up to the December 1990 elections, he himself  would travel to Negotin, Novi Sad, Krusevac, Smederevo, Nis and Uzice in support of the SPS. On this point, see the historian, Olivera Milosavljevic, “Du mauvais usage de l’autorité scientifique” in Radiographie d’un nationalisme: les racines serbes du conflit yougoslave, under Nebojsa Popov, Les Editions de l’Atelier, Paris 1998, p. 220. On the closeness of Markovic and Milosevic, see Florence Hartmann, Milosevic, La diagonale du fou, Denoël, Paris, 1999, pp. 77, 176, 234, 320 and 372.


� Further on, he continues that: “Today Serbs are second-class citizens. The theory that only Croatian people enjoy sovereignty in the Republic of Croatia, while Serbs are treated as the disenfranchised "mob" who owe loyalty to the Croatian state, is openly espoused. Systematic denial and underrating of the genocide committed against Serbs during WW2 make it precarious for Serb people to live in Croatia. The denial of responsibility for the crime clears the way for its repeat…”


� See also the examples below:


- “Everyone should know that Serbs and Serbia in Croatia must be defended unless, in the near future, we want to defend ourselves from Tuđman in Zemun”, Pavic Obradovic, Vice-president of the People’s Assembly of Serbia, at a Kraljevo rally, TVB-Prime news, 23 September 1991.


- “In its defence the Serb people shall turn Vienna into Hiroshima”, Vojo Kuprešanin, President of SAO Bosanska Krajina, Večernje Novosti, 27 October 1991.


- “This variant of the rump Yugoslavia is the first clever game played by Serbs and is likely to be successful…For the first time we are creating a state bigger than Dušan's Kingdom, with minimal efforts and minimal casualties… In this war, we must avenge Jasenovac, Golubnjača, and all those mass graves with Serb victims. So when Montenegrins conquer Dubrovnik and we conquer Tovarnik, we shall all meet in Zagreb ultimately. Only after a definitive military rout of the Croats, can we create our state in peace”, Mirko Jović, President of the SPR, Pogledi, 29 November-13 December 1991.


- “I think that it is important that our people in Krajinas are now de facto exempted from the Croatian authorities, since they were bent on destroying it…”, Irinej Bulovic, Episcope of Bačka, NIN, 20 March 1992.


- “27 members of my family were killed in WW2. My mother grew up in an orphanage in Belgrade. I am involved in the whole story through the tragedy of my grandmothers and grandfathers…I feel sorry for young Ustashi when we take them before the firing squad …But when I am at the front, when I fight and see my enemies die I feel happy, for thus people who threaten my people are eliminated. It has nothing to do with murder….Croats used all the means available –  fascism, democracy, civil society – to promote the idea of the destruction of Serbs in these territories”, Dragoslav Bokan. Leader of "Beli orlovi", Duga, 29 March-11 April 1992.


� For instance, on 16 January 1993, when an umpteenth massacre resulted in 8 dead and 18 wounded in Sarajevo and Serbs were killed in the Bosnian village of Skelane, Belgrade Television reported only the second incident.


Belgrade Television also remained totally silent on certain news stories: no information would be given on 5 February 1992 about the fact that a very famous Bosnian Muslim actor had been viciously beaten up in Belgrade, and the same held true, on 19 October 1992, when 17 people were killed and 150 wounded in Sarajevo and again, on 18 March 1993, after Serbs destroyed five mosques in Bijeljina, one of which was protected by UNESCO. Milica Pesic, op. cit., p. 25.


� RTS thus said nothing about the forced exodus of the Croats from Hrtkovci village in Vojvodina in the summer of 1992; in its report of  20 August, none of interviewees expressed concern about the fate of the Croats. See Rade Veljanovski, “Le revirement des médias audiovisuels” in Radiographie d’un nationalisme: les racines serbes du conflit yougoslav under the direction of Nebojsa Popov, Les Editions de l’Atelier, Paris, 1998, p. 316. On this episode, see also Milica Pesic, op. cit., p. 26.


� In this vein, we can take as an example the threatening propaganda set in place and relayed through the media to dissuade the Muslims from leaving the Federation of Yugoslavia:


- “It is true that Slovenians and Croats want to secede. But in my mind Muslims don't have any interest in secession from Yugoslavia. As regards Muslims a large part of them are heavily indoctrinated, but we nevertheless assess that most Muslims want good, tolerant, civilised, and, I would say, civil, friendly and good-neighbourly relations with Serb and other peoples in Yugoslavia….They don't want the break-up of Yugoslavia, for there are deep roots, blood ties….”, Slobodan Milosevic in NIN, 12 April 1991.


- “An agreement should be reached with Serbs while they are ready for such an agreement. No war should be waged with Serbs. It is beautiful to live together with them and lethal to wage wars with them. We shall not be at peace until Foča and Goražde are annexed to Herzegovina, as historically and geographically they belong there”, Biljana Plavšić in Intervju, 21 September 1991.


- “War in B&H is avoidable because Muslims don't feel like waging war. Muslims in Bosnia are the majority population, but they inhabit only 18% of the territory, mostly along the river Bosna, and perhaps there they stand a chance of forming their independent Djamahiria. Most Muslims are not against cohabitation with Serbs", Vojislav Šešelj in NIN, 21 January 1992.


- “I would like for us to cleanse Eastern Bosnia, but I don't mean ethnically cleanse…The International community has started using that term for a natural phenomenon and has, moreover, qualified it as a war crime. Even if we kept 70% of the territory, there shall be no peace there. To tell you the truth I am not well disposed towards them. But if I want to be at peace I must give them something, let them organise their lives, because then they would not keep disturbing me. This is how I perceive that 30%”, Biljana Plavšić in Svet, 6 September, 1993, Novi Sad.


- "Muslims are genetically spoiled material who converted to Islam. And those genes have been reinforced generation after generation. They have become worse and they dictate and express the Muslim way of thinking and behaving. The latter is embedded in their genes", Biljana Plavšić in Svet, 6 September, 1993, Novi Sad).


- "We are upset by a rising number of mixed marriages between Serbs and Muslims, for they allow genes to be exchanged between ethnic groups, and lead subsequently to the degeneration of Serb nationality", Biljana Plavšić in Oslobodjenje, May 1994, Sarajevo.


� Such was the case of the crimes ascribed to the Croats during the Second World War, as illustrated by the following examples:


- “Genocide is one of the most inhumane, dishonourable and undemocratic actions. It was committed in Croatia in WW2 (the then Independent State of Croatia) by Ustashi against Serbs, Jews and Romany. No-one can resurrect those killed in Jasenovac, Staro Sajmiste, Jadovna and other concentration camps and detention centres. And only a small gesture of good will is needed ….to prove once again that the current locals of Croatia don't accept the ideology of genocide”. Dr. Stojan Adasevic, in Politika, 5 March 1990. 


- “… The myth of the Oustashi Movement is re-born. This must increase the concern of all Yugoslavs, regardless of their nationality, religion, and political convictions. Croats must be concerned too, and not only Serbs in that republic. A repeat of 1941 is not possible, but blood may shed again… We don't want vengeance or oblivion, although we have been trying to forgive these crimes for decades. And the sons of those who committed those crimes should be concerned about the consequences of the current escalation of the ideas about a Greater Croatia, and notably those of Mr. Tuđman, the charismatic leader of the ICD, who is emerging in the political arena of Croatia in Yugoslavia. Crimes ascribable to the nationalist folly can be traced back to the recent past and hence cannot be easily forgotten”. Dara Slobotka-Peles, Politika, 22 May 1990.


� The procedure would be used in particular during the war in Croatia by Serbian Television which was seeking to forge a spirit of national unity and encourage volunteers to enlist to fight there. To this end, it would often take “individual role models” as examples whom it would interview to influence the conduct and/or way of thinking of the television viewing masses. One could offer two examples from the time of the Vukovar siege.


The first portrayed a Serbian member of parliament who swapped his civilian clothes for uniform and chose to serve his country at the front rather than on the benches of the Assembly:


News editor: “Among the volunteers and reserve soldiers going off to fight the war in Croatia are many members of the Serbian Parliament. So far more than twenty Serbian members of Parliament have donned military uniform. On the territory of Western Srem we can also find the Serbian member of Parliament Dragoslav Aleksic.”


-	Dragoslav Aleksic: “It’s my patriotic duty and that is why I am here to fight together with the Yugoslav People’s Army, to fight for the Serbs who live outside Serbia, and to prevent any enemy incursions into the territory of the Republic of Serbia, which have regrettably been happening recently. But with our military campaigns and our unity, which is essential, Serb unity, I believe we can accomplish our goals.”


Reporter: “Where is it more difficult, in Parliament or here in the war?”


D.A.: “In the Parliament.”


Reporter: “Why?”


D.A: “Because here we are more united, there, I am sad to say, the situation is completely different.”


Departing from the norm, the second showed an interview of a young woman in uniform explaining what had driven her to enlist in the Serbian fighting forces:


Reporter: “This is rather unusual, a young woman going to war, isn’t it? What do you think?”


Young woman: “I don’t think it is. We need to answer the call to arms. I am a mother of two small children.”


Reporter: “Where are you from?”


Young woman: “I am from Pirot.”


Reporter: “How old are you?”


Young woman: “Thirty-three.”


Reporter: “What made you decide to go?”


Young woman: “Well, when I watch television, I see what’s going on and I want to help, and it’s worth sacrificing my life for this here Serbia of ours.”


For these two examples, see Images and Words of Hate: Vukovar 1991, produced by Lazar Lalic, ARHITEL, The Right to Pictures and Words against Censorship and Abuse of Media, 1995.


� Here again media and ultra-nationalists – be they political leaders, orthodox dignitaries, intellectuals, etc. – worked hand in hand to spread the message and encourage the homogenisation of Serbian society while the few rare independent media organisations attempted to denounce them. The press extracts below are a good example of this:


- “And there where Serbian blood is shed and Serbian bones fall must be Serbian land. Those who think otherwise, are on the side of our enemy”, Priest Nikanor, Borba, 3 April 1991.


- “In Serbia, thank God, we are not in agreement, although we should be when the existence of the people must be defended... those who are against their own people, are traitors”, Ljubomir Tadic, Duga, 5-29 July 1991.


- “It seems to me that, at this moment in time, Belgrade is unfortunately a veritable fifth-columnists city. It is full of rogues, cowards, false pacifists, backers of the other side, but Serbia cannot shoulder the burden of that menagerie for ever”, Moma Kapor, Borba, 7 - 8 March 1992.


- “Perhaps Vukovar need not be repaired, but rather left as a warning to our offspring… if we had not heeded the warning in the shape of Jasenovac, they might be wiser. All Serb traitors who have led their people to the brink of survival, should be brought here and tried at the scene, under the shadow of these ruins, before the ghosts of butchered children”, Srđan Stanišić, "Đilas should be hanged", Pogledi, 27 March -10 April 1992.


- “We are speaking about islamicized Serb traitors during the Ottoman enslavement, but we gloss over an important fact that our modern traitors are much more dangerous and lethal than traitors in the distant past…their treason imperils the very being of Serb people”, Metropolitan of Montenegro and Coastal Area, Amfilohije Radovic, Borba, 28-29 March 1992.


� Milica Pesic, op. cit., p. 23.


� As confirmed by Borisav Jovic, a person’s loyalty to him was the primary criteria in Milosevic’s choice of collaborators: “The key factor for him was who he trusted, not who the people trusted. It did not matter if the person was capable and honest, diligent and active, it was important to be loyal to him”. In Book on Milosevic, op.cit. p.31.


� Duga, criticised as early as 1985 by the Serbian League of Communists, adopted a new nationalist editorial policy following the removal of its editor-in-chief in spring 1987.


� It was also Slobodan Jovanovic who would transform the respected press agency Tanjug into an agency for Milosevic’s sole use some years later.


� See paragraph 41.


� “The Editor-in-chief of Duga has been changed, but the situation in Duga will not change before Duga’s editorial office has been changed in the wider sense. We are talking also about a new editor of Nin. Regardless of the decision we reach, we will not solve problems in Nin, unless a there is a serious reconstruction of the whole editorial office”, declaration made on 18 February 1987 at a rally of the municipal committee of the League of Communists.


� In August, Dobrosav Bjeletic, former executive secretary of the central committee of the Serbian League of Communists, was appointed director general; Krste Bjelic, responsible for war propaganda for the Serbian Republic of Krajina for a time, was appointed editor-in-chief of the news programs...


� Whilst war was breaking out in Slovenia and clashes between Croatian and Serbian autonomist forces were growing in number in Croatia, the Belgrade regime’s entire propaganda machine would work towards preparing public opinion for the need to protect the Serbs living outside Serbia and so for the war with Croatia. When interviewed on Serbian Television, Vojislav Seselj, leader of the Serbian Radical Party, stated: “I don’t think force should be used to prevent Slovenia from seceding from Yugoslavia. Their leaving us is to our mutual advantage. As for Croatia, things are a bit different. We can’t have the same attitude towards the Croatians as towards the Slovenes. The Croatians can go as well, but without Serbian territories. Since the federal government practically does not exist, the Serbian government should assume authority over the entire territory or what remains of Yugoslavia. The military high command has to accept it, otherwise the army will fall apart. The Serbian army can be formed within 48 hours, since the majority of Serbian officers would join it. The withdrawal of troops and arms to the Karlobag-Ogulin-Karlovac-Virovitica line should be ordered, thus amputating Croatia”. It was again on television that the regime’s figureheads would set out the objectives to be achieved – following the example of a certain Mihajlo Markovic, an academician and Vice-President of the party in power, when he announced in a televised interview: “It is more and more evident that the Croatian leadership will not have the power to impose its will upon the Serbs in Krajina, Slavonija, Western Srem…and Raranja. By establishing a new ethnic border and withdrawing the Yugoslav Army to this new border of Yugoslavia, we will prevent the further prolongation of this war”. See “Images and Words of Hate: Year Two”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1997.


� See also the examples in paragraph 15.


� NIN, 12 April 1991, pp.40-41.


� “We don’t need a Greater Serbia, only realistic borders within which only Serbs shall live and engage in self-rule”, Dr. Jovan Ra{kovic in ^a~ak, Politika, 15 May 1991.


� “What we conquer is ours. Only what we conquer is ours. Whoever wants to join us is OK, whoever does not: a bullet in his back”, General Andrija Biorčevic, Commander of Corps of the Yugoslav Army, NIN, 21 August1992.


� “I would like us to completely cleanse Eastern Bosnia from Muslims. I am not referring to ethnic cleansing. But they have thus termed pejoratively a natural phenomenon, and qualified it as a war crime”, Biljana Plavšić, Svet, Novi Sad, 6 September 1993.


� A typical example of such a procedure is the report made at Bratunac in Bosnia and Herzegovina (broadcast by RTS on 31 July 1992) where, in the words of the journalist, 114 Serbs had been massacred “in the name of Allah”...


� As a well-placed observer, the writer Philip David, who was dismissed from RTS in 1993 and criticised for participating in setting up an independent union within the company, provides a good summary of Serbian Television’s specific role: “Today it is clear to everyone that without the role played by television, that war would perhaps not even have happened, or at least it would not have been so bloody. Television played the key role in creating hate speech, in other words preparing the war, and later in war propaganda. That role was expressed in creating stereotypes. For example, one of the stereotypes was the genocidal character of Croats, another was the suicidal character of Muslims, then there were the stereotypes of the existence of an international conspiracy against Serbia, and a stereotype that all independent reporters and independent intellectuals were in the service of foreign intelligence agencies, etc. If you tried to do something, write or think outside of the stereotypes, you would be proclaimed a traitor”. In Images and Words of Hate: Vukovar 1991, produced by Lazar Lalic, ARHITEL, The Right to Pictures and Words against Censorship and Abuse of Media, 1995.


� See the article by Admiral Pierre Lacoste, “La guerre médiatique”, in Défense Nationale, December 1987, pp. 25-33.


� Supported by the political situation, the contribution of certain audio-visual programmes, which drew open parallels between the past and the present, hastened the awakening of Serbian nationalist sentiment. Examples of such programs are “When all the saints” broadcast by Radio-Belgrade and Radio-Novi Sad in 1988 or the drama “Welcome to Gallipoli” broadcast on the second programme of Radio-Belgrade on 11 April 1991 recounting the adventures and misadventures of the Serbian army during the First World War.


� See paragraph 49.


� For the historian Olivera Milosavljevic the “active participation of the intellectual élite ₣in Politikağ provided an appearance of objectivity, specific to a scientific dialogue and not a political one. The backing of the intellectuals served only to lend more weight to the propaganda, in comparison with the transparent discourse of the purely political propagandists, although the content of the declarations of both groups came down to the same”. See her article “Du mauvais usage de l’autorité scientifique” in Radiographie d’un nationalisme: les racines serbes du conflit yougoslave under the direction of Nebojsa Popov, Les Editions de l’Atelier, Paris, 1998, p.233.


� On this point see Gordana Igric, “Relectures guerrières de l’histoire yougoslave” in Le Monde Diplomatique, September 1995. Through a reading of the new school textbooks, the article uncovers the work done to destroy the Federation’s history. Thus: “(...) young Serbs learn at the age of ten that their “fellow citizens” were ignored by the Croatian constitution, then reduced to the rank of a national minority and stripped of their rights. As regards “the Catholic church and its fanatic believers” they “undertook to fight against the Orthodox Church and the Serbs”. The external enemy then comes on the scene: “Due to the bias of the European Community, and above all of Germany, as it is the influential and most aggressive member of the Community, the fight never stopped (...) For the third time in the 20th century, Germany and Austria repeated their “Drang nach Osten” (“March Eastwards”) but this time politically and economically, lending their support to the secessionist forces of the Yugoslav Republics”. Serbia and Montenegro therefore defended themselves fighting side-by-side for Yugoslavia. This “aroused the anger and the desire for revenge of the instigators of the new world order who decided to punish them”. In their geography classes, the Serbian children of fourteen years of age learn not only the characteristics of the “Serbian Republic of Krajina” and the “Serbian Republic of Bosnia” but they are also to know how to interpret the break-up of Yugoslavia: “The Serbian Republic of Krajina was established during the religious war in Croatia which began in 1991 (...) In order to end the national and religious war, the United Nations made the decision to place Krajina under the protection of their armed forces”.


� To cite only the example of television, Yugoslav Radio Television (YRT) was in fact only a co-ordination network for the 8 television centres in the various republics. It was a central structure based in Belgrade, the JRT, that was responsible for co-ordinating program exchanges between these centres.


� 25 and 26 September 1986.


� Dobrica Cosic plays a special role as academic and novelist and also as the person formerly responsible for the propaganda of the Serbian Communist Party who used the frustrations of the Serbian people and the rise of Serbian nationalism. Already in 1977, in his address at his becoming a member of the Academy on 29 March, he stressed the “tragic” fate of the Serbian people (particularly in Kosovo) who had “won all the wars but lost all peace”... Through his repeated anti-Yugoslavian stances and his numerous attacks against the non-Serbian peoples, Dobrica Cosic had a direct responsibility in the rise of inter-ethnic hatred – even aggravating the situation during the wars of Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina.


On 20 June 1989, he stated in an interview for Danas magazine: “For a long time now I have no longer been convinced that Yugoslavism is a priori a Serbian interest, and less still that this Yugoslavism means democracy and socialism (...) Serbian Yugoslavism, in its current form, is being transformed in the experience of the other Yugoslav peoples into the opposite of what it is: it gives rise to feelings of anti-Yugoslavism and �anti-Serbism. I see no reason for us, as Serbs, to support Yugoslavia more than any other Yugoslav people(...)”.


When war broke out in Croatia, he stated in Politika on 15 September 1991: “Our State has become a country of misfortune and shame; peace has become war; the peoples we used to consider as brothers are repaying us with unbrotherly, oustachi and VMRO hatred and enmity; our neighbours have again become our persecutors and murderers; the Serbian people in Croatia are seeking refuge and conducting a defensive war, while a hundred thousand of them are fleeing to Serbia. In this protracted time of misery we are not only victims; we too are causing others to  suffer, with little thought as to why or how much (...) Europe, which presents itself as new Europe, is acting like old Europe with regard to Serbia: it is accepting the chauvinist lie as a political truth, nazism as democracy, it depicts victims as oppressors (...)”.


Similarly, while fighting was taking place in Bosnia and Herzegovina, he addressed his peers of the Academy as follows: “The worst has happened to us: the break-up of Yugoslavia undoes two centuries of fighting for freedom for the lives of the Serbs in one State; the Serbs in Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina are threatened by the return of Oustachism and militant Islam and frightened by the new genocide, they are forced to conduct a terrible war of defence against chauvinist-oustachi Croatia and the Muslim djihad; we are being punished by banishment from the world community; we are sentenced to a long ordeal, humiliation, exodus and assimilation. We respond to the crimes being inflicted on us with crimes and we sometimes dishonour ourselves to the point where we no longer recognise ourselves.” In Politika, 16 June 1992, p. 7.


� The economic exploitation which Serbia and the Serbs supposedly suffered was very soon to be denounced in the columns of Politika:


- I demand satisfaction on behalf of all workers of Heavy-Duty Vehicles "Prag" in Rakovic who lost their jobs when their plant was fully dismantled in the post-war period and transferred to Maribor, where the "TAM" was founded. Thus Serbia had to be a blood-donor for those who are insulting it now. It had to give up its modest industry for the sake of the industrialisation of purely rural Slovenia!”. Engineer Sava Maksimovic, in Politika, 15 November 1988.


- “I have never understood the real goal of the cross-border trade, but I fully understood its results. Namely in a very small, underdeveloped country very strong commercial companies have emerged which, under the guise of cross-border trade, amassed enormous wealth by importing from Italy, Austria, Germany, France, England and Switzerland, the countries allegedly "bordering" Slovenia, at the expense of a "border belt" comprising in addition Slovenia, Croatia, B&H, Serbia, Montenegro and Macedonia. I hope that it is not necessary to explain how much money Serbia and other federal units of the SFRY had to give to powerful Slovenian commercial machinery for this kind of favour/service. It should be stressed that numerous wheeler-dealer Italian companies have profited from such trading”. Momčilo Gačic, in Politika, 22 April 1989.


- “I remember how a deceased high official from the northern part of the country justified the decision to erect a "TAM" plant in Maribor by stating that the local availability of a highly skilled workforce shall boost development in  all our regions!”. Ilija Devic, in Politika, 12 May 1989.


- “Information that Vojvodina and part of Serbia were to be inundated during the Informbiro pressure provoked disappointment and consternation in the population at large. People were not aware of the conspiracy. They believed that all action was taken for the benefit of socialism and the working people. After many years the people have finally learned that military and economic experts planned to put a dam on the Danube (Djerdap gorge) in order to erase part of Serbia and Vojvodina from the world map”. Dimitrije Govedarica, in Politika, 27 August 1989.


- “It was publicly stated recently that the external debt of Yugoslavia is $15 billion. The debt is being repaid by the National Bank of Yugoslavia from the state coffers. Since that bank has the relevant data of the break-down of the debt, a Solomonic solution was found: each republic should repay its part of debt, even those republics which have not received foreign currency from the granted loans”. Ružica Despotovic, in Politika, 6 November 1990.


� Four essential points or grievances are outlined by the academics; the first point refers to the “continuing discrimination against the Serbian economy in the post-war period” and its state of underdevelopment with regard to the other Republics and, in particular, Croatia and Slovenia; the second point refers to “Serbia’s constitutional status, undefined and fraught with internal conflict” which prevents its “political consolidation”; the third point discusses “the physical, political, judicial and cultural genocide of the Serbian population in Kosovo and Metohija” which “is the greatest defeat ever suffered by Serbia in its struggles for liberation”; the last point denounces the “discrimination” and “the refined and efficient policy of assimilation” affecting the “Serbian people in Croatia”. See “Mémorandum fait par un groupe d’académiciens de l’Académie Serbe des Sciences et des Arts sur des questions sociales actuelles de notre pays, Deuxième partie: La position de la Serbie et du peuple serbe”, published in Le nettoyage ethnique. Documents historiques sur une idéologie serbe, collected, translated et commented on by Mirko Grmek, Marc Gjidara et Neven Simac, Fayard, Paris, 1993, pp. 236-269.


� The academicians stated: “Establishing the total national and cultural integrity of the Serbian people - irrespective of the republic or province in which it is to be found - is its historic and democratic right. Achieving equality and developing independently have a deeper historical meaning for the Serbian people. In less than fifty years, within two generations, the Serbian people, twice subjected to physical annihilation, forced assimilation, religious conversion, cultural genocide, ideological indoctrination, the depreciation and abnegation of its own tradition under an imposed guilt complex and intellectually and politically disarmed, was exposed to ordeals too harsh for them not to have left deep scars in its psyche (...) If it intends to have a future within the family of civilised peoples, the Serbian people must have the opportunity to find itself again and become a factor in history, to rediscover the consciousness of its historical and spiritual being, to see its economic and cultural interests clearly and to develop a modern, national and social programme which will inspire today’s generations and tomorrow’s (...) ”. Ibid, pp. 265-266.


� Although Slobodan Milosevic himself did not actually adopt any stance when the Memorandum extracts were published in Vecernje Novosti and he managed to avoid being condemned by the League’s Central Committee, he would publicly acknowledge several years later that the Academy had acted legitimately in intervening in Serbian politics: “I really don’t see why the Academy wouldn’t have any influence on politics in Serbia. Where is there a people or State in the world which claims to be reasonable that would be ashamed of its Academy?” (in Politika, 22 December 1989). This complicity with the Academy was reciprocal: at its general assembly in May 1989, the Academy would declare: “As a result of the praiseworthy struggle and unity of its people, which required daring, bold and honest positions, and as a result of the unity of the Party and State’s new leadership, headed by president Slobodan Milosevic, Serbia has recovered its sovereignty, statehood and unity and has become an equal member of our socialist, federative and multinational community. The Academy has supported and still supports today the efforts and programme of the new Serbian leadership”. Statement reproduced in the 26 May 1989 issue of Politika which ran, in bold, the headline “The Academy supported and supports the programme of the new Serbian leadership”.


Moreover, beginning in 1990, Milosevic would be very open about his contacts with the authors of the Memorandum - in order to sound them out about his plan to unite the entire Serbian people within a single state. Borislav Jovic recounted how Milosevic received Dobrica Cosic in the winter of 1990 several times (See The Last Days of the Socialist Federative Republic of Yugoslavia, a Diary Extract, Politika, 1995, Belgrade, p.130). In April 1992, Milosevic would place Dobrica Cosic, the real inspiration behind the Memorandum, at the head of the new Yugoslav Federation.


In January 1992, the academician and Serbian parliamentary deputy for Milosevic’s Socialist Party, Antonije Isakovic, stated: “The fundamental thing is that the ‘Memorandum’ had its impact - some accepted it, while anti-Serbs were mostly against it”, Duga, 1-14 February 1992.


There would be another indication of the collusion between the Milosevic group and the people behind the Memorandum in June 1992 when some of the academicians would have the misfortune to demand Milosevic’s resignation. Rados Smiljkovic, leader of the Socialist Party and a loyal ally of Mira Markovic (Hartmann, op. cit.,  p. 31), Milosevic’s wife, declared at the time: “The members of the Academy do not have the right to harm this institution’s place in the life of the nation by signing the petition for the president of the republic to resign. The academicians cannot call for one thing in the Memorandum and the absolute opposite now”. In Politika, 15 June 1992, p. 11. On the very evening that 65 academicians called for Milosevic to step down from power, Mihajlo Markovic, an academician and vice-president of Milosevic’s party, said in a programme on National Television: “(…) Raising questions about the position of the Serbs in Kosovo, Croatia and Bosnia, the Academy has advocated for a beginning of the battle which has brought us to the situation we’re in today. From the way these questions were raised it was obvious we had to fight for the right of the Serbs to survive in these parts. And we had to express our human solidarity, thus getting into conflict with great powers and the New World Order. So it’s immoral that some members of the people who stood up in the name of the whole nation, that came to a complete consensus with very few exceptions, today blame others for the consequences of this policy. The whole thing is immoral. It can be excused for pragmatic reasons, for fear of the consequences, because of the need to submit to those who are stronger, but not for moral reasons”. See the documentary The Academicians, directed by Mirko Bojovic and produced by Lazar Lalic, ARHITEL, 2002.


Lastly, it should be recalled that the political execution of Dragisa Pavlovic, orchestrated by Milosevic in September 1987, was directly linked to the attack Pavlovic made upon the Serbian Academy of Arts and Sciences and its Memorandum. Borisav Jovic wrote on this subject: “Dragisa Pavlovic was, at the time, the most prominent Serbian politician who had been attacking the Serbian Academy of Arts and Sciences for the contents of the well-known draft of the Memorandum, but also because he openly sided against Milosevic himself, concerning the way of solving Serbian problems in Kosovo and Metohija”, in Book on Milosevic, op. cit. pp. 9-10.


� The Academicians, op. cit.


� Bogdan Bogdanovic stated: “This will sound horrible, but I think it is true. I heard they had committees of demographs, historians, psychologists to see, as they were sure about the war, how many lives the Serbian nation could afford to lose, what Serbian casualties would be in the war. Can you imagine that horror? Old men counting how many young men they could send to war to get killed!”. Idem.


� “Mira Markovic: Power behind Milosevic”, BBC News, Saturday, 13 January 2001.


� It was Zivorad Minovic who would provide Milosevic with Politika’s support in the power struggles within the Serbian League of Communists. After Milosevic’s victory, he would be appointed general director of the group in place of Ivan Stojanovic. At the same time, he would be put in charge of “hearts” and “minds” within the Central Committee as, from that point on, the two responsibilities of “training” the cadre “in ideological and political matters” and of disseminating “propaganda and stirring people up” fell to him. He would turn the Politika group’s publications into the Serbian government’s ideological weapon. See Mark Thompson, Forging War. The Media in Serbia, Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovina, Article 19, “International Centre against Censorship”, Avon, May 1994, p. 69.


� On 29 September 1994, Dusan Mitevic would clarify his role in an interview given to the BBC team preparing a documentary on the suicide of the Yugoslav nation: “(…) In socialist countries, as you know, sessions were not broadcast live. We reported from the sessions but there were no live broadcasts. But this time we created a precedent. It lasted for two days and it was broadcast live on one of our channels. The decision was made by me personally because I thought it would be better to air it instead of having many TV crews covering the event. But the basic reason it was possible to implement the decision was that I didn’t consult anyone and nobody actually banned the broadcast (…) And President Milosevic scored a major point there because with that coverage he gave the people the opportunity to support him and it made things easier for him greatly because, you know, a month later some top state leaders were replaced, including Ivan Stambolic, so the public was prepared in advance with the live coverage of the session.”


� Florence Hartmann, Milosevic, la diagonale du fou, Denoël, Paris, 1999, pp. 19 – 21.


� Borisav Jovic wrote: “The echo of the discussion at the CK session was enormous. All the media, television, radio and the daily papers, broadcast every word that was spoken. The citizens “glued” themselves to their TV and radio sets and started in huge numbers to take part in the debate by sending telegrams of support to Milosevic and criticism about the current way of conducting the policy. These telegrams were read out loud at the session in order for all CK members to be familiar with them, which stirred resistance and dissatisfaction in the Stambolic group, but also encouraged new telegrams to be sent, and so on indefinitely. As never before, headlines in the newspapers, almost from the front page to the last page, were as huge as if they had been on posters, with highlights from speeches of all the speakers. Politicization reached its climax. By public vote Milosevic’s policy was accepted and the responsibility of Dragisa Pavlovic established, with only seven voices against”. In Book on Milosevic, Belgrade, 2001 (draft translation by ICTY), p. 44.


� Daniel Vernet, “Milosevic, l’homme du malheur serbe” in Le Monde, 7 October 2000.


� Rémy Ourdan, “Les guerres perdues de Slobodan Milosevic”, LeMonde.fr, 31 March 2001.


� One might cite the example of the alleged exponential increase of the Albanian population, which was purportedly part of a plan knowingly devised and which threatened all Serbian presence in Kosovo, a region depicted as the historical cradle of the Serbian people:


- “The current numerical superiority of the Albanians in the Autonomous Province of Kosovo and in some other areas represents the mainstay of the demands for a Greater Albania. However, that numerical superiority and the high birth-rate are not a natural consequence of historical development but rather a result of their political will. It is obvious and need not be proved (there's a design to their settling and re-settling; high birth-rate is propagated; bigamy is tolerated, etc.). It is essential that we understand this as an act of violence against ordinary social development and handle it accordingly, using violent means. While the creation of a Greater Albania is the publicly proclaimed goal of the Albanian separatists, their covert goal, in the foreseeable future, is the break-up of Yugoslavia. This is best attested to by the direction of Albanian population-settling. There is a conspicuous absence of Albanians in areas which, under the post-First Balkans War treaty, were to be annexed to Bulgaria. The moment is approaching when the Serb and Macedonian people shall be finally separated by the buffer zone inhabited by the non-Slavic nations. Thus, the Macedonians shall be practically isolated from the rest of Yugoslavia. Similar developments are taking place in Sandzak, which used to be the link between Serbia and Montenegro”. Djordje Jankovic, in Politika, 5 November 1988.


- “Every state, especially one characterised by a major disproportion in the population birth-rates, must monitor "the national distribution of babies." This also applies to Yugoslavia, for its two big republics and one big province (Vojvodina) cannot attain the birth-rate in Kosovo. More babies are born in Kosovo than in the federal units of Croatia, Slovenia, and Vojvodina! It is an inalienable right of all of our citizens to procreate and multiply, but it is also his or her obligation to ensure the future of all the children in Yugoslavia. Yet nations with high birth-rates and those with low ones should be equally concerned by the upset biological scheme of rejuvenation of the SFRY’s entire population. A high birth-rate for a people in a joint state can be accepted only if all the other peoples agree to it, that is they give their consent to "sustain" the increased number of children and share with them all of the resources and territories. Any forcible socialisation would run counter to the crystal-clear democracy formulated by Comrade Kardelj: "The rights of every citizen of the SFRY are limited by the rights of the other people in the country"”. Miodrag D. Ignjatovic, in Politika, 20 November 1988


- “Though hemmed-in, the surviving Albanian nationalists and separatists did not renounce their mindless goals in the post-WW2 period. They changed their tactics but their strategic goal remained the same as in 1912, 1919, 1944-1945. Armed rebellion was replaced by hellish plans to conquer the territory of the South Slavs by means of a demographic boom in the Albanian population within our country, plans which aimed to create an "ethnically pure Kosovo”. The strategy entailed all kinds of open and perfidious pressure on the indigenous Serbs and Montenegrins to force them to emigrate, the penetration of separatists into all of the institutions of the socio-economic system in Kosovo and Metohija, and measures aimed at Albanising Kosmet and separating the province from the FR Serbia as well as plans to legally transform Kosovo and Metohija into a republic, which would later secede from Serbia and the SFRY and unite with the People’s Republic of Albania”. Dr. Gavro Marjanovic, in Politika, 6 December 1988.


- “While the birth rate of the Serb people is rapidly decreasing, the Albanian baby boom has been Yugoslavia’s most salient problem for quite some years. It used to be the taboo topic. Many glossed over it, and some stated that they were too ashamed to discuss the topic of birth rates. However the Albanians are not ashamed of having the highest birth rate in Europe and are instead striving to make it the highest in the world. Our federal constitution guarantees the right to give birth freely but has forgotten to add "in line with society’s economic potential”. It is impossible to meet the megalomaniac demands of a demographic conqueror”. M.A. Dusan Nikolic, in Politika, 30 October 1989.


- “The Yugoslav political leadership’s Albanian policy from the mid 1960s until 1981, that is until the fifth-column mutiny of Albanian separatists and chauvinists, was a total failure. It contributed greatly to the forced changes made to the ethnic map of Kosovo and Metohija, that is, to the forced Albanisation of the old centre of Serb statehood and spirituality”. Batric Jovanovic, in Politika, 5 May 1990.


A similar mechanism would be employed against the Croats, who would be portrayed as the heirs to those responsible for crimes committed against the other populations, including the Serbs, during the Second World War. The drawing of unjust parallels also played a role in manipulating and disinforming the public:


- “The world is not sufficiently informed about the Ustasha genocide, for if it were some countries would not tolerate its supporters and Jasenovac would not have been omitted from the list of Europe’s worst concentration camps during WW2. I do not know whether it had the highest death toll but I do know that the deaths there were the most...”. Dr. Ljubomir Ramcevic, in Politika, 8 May 1989. 


- “Croatia, the so-called Democratic Community, is proud of Ante Starcevic! According to a folk saying, the wise shy away from places where fools tread. Croatia is proud of the so-called Independent State of Croatia and is covertly and stealthily preparing a fresh slaughter of Serbs in Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina. If these honest, but passive and indifferent, Croats allow Tudjman and his followers to be installed…then the bloodiest civil war Yugoslavia has ever seen shall break out…this is more than feasible in view of the recent statement made by Tudjman's close aide, Seks, who said that they intended to eliminate all unitarianists in Croatia”. Radoslav Blagojevic, in Politika, 3 March 1990.


- “Your intentions are to compel the entire Croat nation to feel responsible for the genocide committed by the roguish elements of the Croat people, the Ustashas. You, like your backer and name-sake Dr. Franjo Kuharic, have the courage to speak about "only" 40-50,000 victims in the concentration camp of Jasenovac but, to date, we have discovered six times as many victims in mass graves in Gradina”. Cudomil Huber, “Open letter to Dr Franjo Tudjman”, in Politika, 8 March 1990.


- “The genocide was forgotten thanks to the efforts of the party and the partisan leadership of Yugoslavia, and in particular high-ranking politicians, because of their passivity. A gesture similar to Brandt's has never been made by our head of state. Even lesser gestures of tribute or memory have not been made…and those which have always focused on the general humanistic aspect of the event and not the concrete historical element”. Mr. Miroslav Zivkovic, in Politika, 5 June 1990.


� Judge Antoine Garapon and university professor Muhamedin Kullashi accurately analyse how the procedure was applied in Kosovo in their article Les ressorts du discours de la haine autour du Kosovo, especially when they write: “Unity was re-established by demonising the Albanians and more specifically espousing three themes which resurfaced unendingly to the point of being hammered home by the media and by the intellectuals themselves who played a decisive relay role: invasion, genocide and exodus. All of the themes reveal that this was no ordinary nationalism staking a claim to a territory but more fundamentally a racist discourse, that is to say, one based on the demonisation of others who are transformed into outsiders. The propaganda used classic methods, namely, the weaving of a big lie on a framework of “small truths” (ordinary law conflicts systematically transformed into inter-ethnic conflicts, real tension between the Albanians and Serbs in periods of political and economic crisis), the accounts of atrocities based on made-up facts or mostly falsified information and, in particular, the incessant repetition of lies (“genocide”, “terror”, “ethnic cleansing”) which, with time, Serbian public opinion took to be true.” � HYPERLINK http://www.col.fr/cera/pays/kosovo.htm ��http://www.col.fr/cera/pays/kosovo.htm� 


http://www.col.fr/cera/pays/kosovo.htm


� In “Un monstre d’opportunisme”, on-line edition of the Le Soir newspaper, 12/02/2002. � HYPERLINK http://www.educweb.org/Alterfocus/Dossiers/Delponte/Milosevic.htm ��http://www.educweb.org/Alterfocus/Dossiers/Delponte/Milosevic.htm�


� In Last Days of the SFRY, Journal of excerpts translated by David Stephenson for the ICTY, pp. 145-146. Another interesting example provided by Borisav Jovic: “It happened very often that Milosevic received for talks various foreign statesmen, who had different views and opinions than him on the issues discussed. The rule was never to stand in front of TV cameras, where everybody could express their views, but to publish a press release, which had been personally edited by Milosevic and which featured his views as the subject of the talks, without the views of the other party”. In Book on Milosevic, Belgrade, 2001 (Draft translation by ICTY), p.16.


� In the summer of 1991, a ban was introduced at RTS on any music written or played by non-Serbs and increasing importance was given to the Orthodox religion and its representatives. Reports on Orthodox festivals were at that point a matter of course.


� Citing the case of Politika, Mark Thompson writes in this regard: “From 1987, Politika was swiftly monopolised by hate- and fear-mongering articles about a growing roster of internal and external enemies (the Albanians of Kosovo and, later, the Croats, the Slovenians, the Bosnian Muslims, the Vatican and the CIA). The back pages of the paper, meanwhile, were ‘given over to interminable obsessive features on Serbia’s past: its battles, its dynasties, its unique sufferings’”. In Forging War. The Media in Serbia, Croatia and Bosnia-Herzegovina, Article 19. “International Centre against Censorship”, Avon, May 1994, p. 69.


� Of the many television and radio historical programmes broadcast to illustrate the threats weighing down upon the Serbian people and which justified the attacks upon the non-Serbian populations of Croatia and Bosnia and Herzegovina, one could cite:


“Red is the Sky”, a docu-drama aired by Radio Belgrade in August 1991 which, using eyewitness testimony, dealt with the exodus of the Croatian Serbs; the programme “The Consecration of the Kupresko Polje Grave”, into which Serbs, with their throats slit, were thrown during the Second World War, shown on TV Belgrade; the report “The Monument” aired on Radio Belgrade’s second station, which dealt with the “cleansing” of a Serbian village in Herzegovina during the Second World War; as well as “The Sword Does not Cut off the Heads of Those who Submit”, a radio report in which the present was interpreted in the light of the past and in which the hapless Serbs massacred by the Ustasha were discussed. For more details, see Rade Veljanovski, op. cit. pp. 314-315.


� One example among others: during the summer of 1990, Politika daily newspaper devoted five of its six pages in its feature “Echoes and Reactions” to articles listing the Ustashas’ crimes during the Second World War.


� The sociologist, Véronique Nahoum-Grappe, recalls that “'The rebirth of the Serbian people' was the main subject of Orthodox propaganda from 1987 onwards. Religious ceremonies which 'reburied the dead' (old anthropological theme), Serbian martyrs of past genocides whose remains were supposed to seed 'Serbian soil', were widely broadcast on Belgrade television. During such ceremonies the bones of martyrs were held up for show”. In Systematic Rapes in the Former Yugoslavia – 1991-1995, International Symposium “Children of War. Changes, Memory and Traumatism” organised by the International Centre for Childhood and the Family, CEDRATE program, 6-8 March 1997, Paris.


� HYPERLINK http://psydocfr.broca.inserm.fr/colloques/cr/cedrate/intervcedrg.html ��http://psydocfr.broca.inserm.fr/colloques/cr/cedrate/intervcedrg.html�


� Reporters sans frontières, La liberté de la presse dans le monde. Report 1991, p. 179.


� On 28 March 1989, amendments to the Constitution of the Republic of Serbia were adopted which from then on deprived the provinces of Kosovo and Vojvodina of the autonomy they had enjoyed since 1974.


� Op. cit., p. 53.


� It should be noted that the academicians would make a significant contribution to the column. The first contributions to “Echoes and Reactions” dated back to November 1988 and supported the policy then conducted by the government which consisted of propagating anti-Slovenian and anti-autonomist sentiment. See the articles by the academicians Dejan Medakovic (“We will not allow anyone to deprive us of our future”, special issue “The Fight for Truth” of 19 November 1988) and Vasilije Krestic (“The Historical Bases for the Autonomy of Vojvodina”, 4 and 5 November 1988).


� Below are a few examples of contributions of intellectuals to the “Echoes and Reactions” column addressing these different issues. The same message repeatedly appeared in their subtext - that of a people destined always to be victims:


By Prof. Dr Marko Mladenovic, writer, Radomir Smiljanic


- “(…) Today the exodus of the Serbs from the south is being helped by Europe, notably Catholic Europe, for it hopes to win over the Muslim Albanians in Yugoslavia (Albanians are 98% Muslim, although the West literally lies that only 40% are of that faith). By demonstrating such open support, it hopes to convert them all to Christianity during the next stage. But they are forgetting that the Muslims and Orthodox people have cohabited for centuries and are therefore closer… Thus, the Vatican would like to hurt the Serbs (and Slavs) again, in the same way that it damaged the Slovenians and Croats by latinising them earlier on in history (…) And the Croats? Why do they keep silent? And are they silent? Suvar made a cautious remark that "despite the continuing love, people need not live together any longer.” Why then did the Slovenians and Croats want to join Yugoslavia so much, even though we knew that they did not like us very much and were wary of such unification? Well, it was well known that they wanted to seize ‘their’ territories from the victorious Serb army. And yet they could not do anything without that army. By force of historical circumstances, they were on the opposite side and we Serbs understood that and we accepted them within a joint state. But then, in the last war, they paid us back with mass graves and knives in Herzegovina and Dalmatian (…)”, in Politika, 13 December 1989.


- “(…) However the vaguest is the stance of the USA, the diplomacy of the USA, which is heading towards diplomatic bankruptcy by opposing the Serb nation, the biggest and most state-making nation in the Balkans. Does America know that it is still at war with Croatia? The notorious Independent State of Croatia declared war on the USA in late 1941 and the Croatian Democratic Community has naturally taken on that State’s rights and obligations.” in Politika, 3 June 1990.


- "Today in the heart of Europe, the West only sees the Serbs, their former allies from both WWs, through the Vatican's merciless propaganda (through Croatian and Slovenian tribalism). At the heart of the dispute is obviously Kosovo, which the Western and Comintern politicians firmly decided to hand over to Albania, the most retrograde and obscure construction in the world (I always feel sorry for our Kosovo Shiptars when I imagine how they will live when they find themselves in their state, on the other side of prokletije). The poor Westerners also talk about how the Serbs have firmly embraced orthodox Bolshevism, so that they cannot eliminate it… The terrible fate of the Serbs in Kosovo and Croatia was not a clear enough warning of the heralded rage. The Serbs are becoming "notorious” even though we have given to the Shiptari national minority more than they have merited under any criteria (Academy of Sciences, University, National Library, TV, radio, press, all in their mother tongue) and we even allow foreign commissions to work in all parts of our country…and we are forgetting that we started the war in 1914 because we banned one such commission from entering…We rejected that ultimatum and the whole world had to wage that war! At the time, our move was prompted by the need to preserve the dignity of a people (…) Milosevic has become the symbol of the Serbs’ restored dignity and he might become a key prime mover in the next elections for head of state, even if his newly-emerged party fails to win 30% of the vote at the next elections. He is the only serious candidate in the upcoming general, popular referendum: republic or kingdom. I talked to him once for a full 6 hours and found no fault with him”, in Politika, 6 September 1990.


By Dr. Mileta Markovic, Zagreb


(letter to the President of the European Parliament in Strasbourg)


- “(…)It is tantamount to asking the Nazis and not the Jews about the genocide against the Jews. In Kosovo, the Serbian people are being persecuted and not the Albanian people. The persecution started three hundred years ago. Although it may sound paradoxical, the fact is that the most far-reaching persecution and most extensive exodus of the Serb people happened in post-war socialist Yugoslavia. All of the other Slav and non-Slav people in Kosovo are also being intimidated and threatened, the Montenegrins, Macedonians, Muslims, Turks, Croats and Romanies, and all the peoples living close to the borders of the so-called "Greater Albania", which was conceived and gradually made a reality by “a fire and sword" campaign stage-managed by the power-holders in Tirana (…) According to the 1948 census, 58% of the population in Kosovo was Albanian (350,000) and 42% (about 300,000) Serb and other peoples. Since 1948 incredible things have happened in Kosovo. Now there are nearly 2 million Albanians in Kosovo, and only 300,000 Serbs and other peoples! And this happened because three bombs were planted in Kosovo by the political and State leadership: 


The first 'bomb' was the birth-rate. The Albanian population in Kosovo (and outside Kosovo) has the highest birth rate in Europe and one of the highest in the world. The birth-rate is being boosted by the Albanian separatists, using all means available, for they are waging a demographic war, or a campaign to conquer foreign territories. Relevant data may be found in the recently published Bela Knjiga (White Book). The second "bomb" was the mechanical growth of the population. Although NR Albania has been considered a country hostile to Yugoslavia since 1948, many families have crossed that border and settled in Yugoslavia, and no-one has tried to stop them. On the contrary, they have immediately been given houses and property belonging to the local population (Serbs, Montenegrins, etc.) and even social assistance. Currently, no one knows how many Albanians have illegally emigrated to Yugoslavia, but no Serb or Montenegrin (and there are quite a few of them in Albania ) has managed to escape to Yugoslavia, because in Albania they are stripped of their national, cultural and religious rights. The third “bomb” is a political one: under the 1974 Constitution, Serbia was divided into three parts which, practically, made it possible to create an Albanian state in the Balkans. As such, the Serbs and other peoples in Kosovo became national minorities, and the Albanians a ruling nation, for the Socialist Autonomous Province of Kosovo practically became a state within the state. It was not an Albanian experiment or error. It was the result of a wrong conception of the Yugoslav (con)federation. It was very risky”, in Politika, 1 July 1989.


By Radomir Smiljanic


- “(…)Both the deaf and the blind are aware that the Ante Markovic way out of a crisis entails the further "exploitation of all resources" by Slovenia and Croatia, at the expense of the central and southern republics of the SFRY. The depreciated prices of electricity and coal (Serbia is its largest producer), railway and PTT services (the longest railway lines run through Serbia and the south of Yugoslavia) and ferrous and non-ferrous products (Serbia, B&H, Montenegro and Macedonia are the largest producers thereof) clearly indicate that the federal government, composed of representatives from 6 republics and 2 provinces, are catering to the needs of the two republics in the north west, Slovenia and Croatia (whose representatives make up over half the government)”, in Politika, 24 December 1989.


- “(…)If, as it clearly stems from the conduct of many of Tudjman’s faithful, the Croatian secession comes to pass and Yugoslavia is broken up, the Serbs will then also obtain their right to chose with whom they will live outside the right-wing, neo-Nazi Croatia - for, in the latter, their existence would be threatened, given the still raw memories of the terrible genocide committed by most Croat sons in Pavelic's Croatia. Tudjman calls the country "the historical dream of all Croats”. Perhaps the Serbs will also avail themselves of the right to secede as a people, like the Croats, and then they will probably join the most likely "vestiges" of Yugoslavia. In the territory adjoining Bosnia, for example”, in Politika,22 August 1990


- “(…)I had to ask the lady minister from Slovenia what the Slovenian foreign policy would be like in view of the fact that, for example, Yugo-Italian Osim Agreements would remain in place as long as the Yugoslav federation existed.(And she told me that Yugoslavia no longer existed..) Yet, it is a well known fact that Italy had legitimate territories in the whole of Istria as far as Susak, Zadar and many other islands and peninsulas. Slovenia, therefore, would be land-locked (like Serbia) and Croatia would get only one fifth of its current coastline”, in Politika, 22 October 1990.


By Veljko Guberina


- “(…) After WW2, the Serb people was the first to embrace the slogan "Brotherhood and Unity" and instead of extending support to the Serb people in their justified struggle for the rights already enjoyed by other peoples in the country, they were attacked in the most brutal way…and their only fault was their belated reaction to the discrimination against their own people by the Albanian national minority which, in this country, enjoys superior rights to any other national minority in Europe - rights SUPERIOR TO THE ONES EXERCISED BY THE SERB AND MONTENEGRIN PEOPLES IN KOSOVO…”, in Politika, 20 January 1989.


- “(…) Slovenia which is proclaiming full sovereignty should be ready to defend its territorial integrity. However, as Slovenia is aware that it cannot do so successfully, it needs the confederation as a way to ensure the deployment of Serb soldiers (renowned for their qualities) to protect its borders, which Slovenia got because the Yugoslav state existed! If it no longer wants Yugoslavia, then it cannot count on Serbia”, in Politika, 9 October 1990.


- “(…) And who is throwing their weight behind the current leaders? Only five million people bearing an onerous legacy from the recent past. A people whose name has not gone down in history because it earned glorious war victories, had famous warriors or created empires, but a people whose name was put on the map of the world in 1102 when they gave their freedom to foreigners on a plate. Had Serb soldiers not gone to Croatia in 1918, it would have never been recovered”, in Politika, 25 January 1991


- “(…) In that regard, he needs to be explained two things which he should have known a long time ago: the Shiptari are a national minority in Yugoslavia but they enjoy rights superior to those exercised by any other minority in the world, and they were accorded those rights during the Vatican-Vienna and Comintern harangue against Serbia and the Serb people. The second thing we have to explain is their current number - 3 million! He is probably referring to the golden era of Tito when all of the Romanies, Muslims, Turks, and Gorani, etc, who lived in Kosovo and Metohija were simply declared -Shiptari”, in Politika, 21 February 1991.


� He would gain tighter control in July 1991 with the passing of a Radio and Television Law which created a single enterprise (Serbian Radio Television) henceforth State-owned – the government having complete control over RTS.


� The journalist, Véronique Soulé, states that in the weeks following the eighth plenum of the League of Communists of Serbia, the “new leader of the Serbian CP put his men in charge of the main media: Belgrade Television (two channels received throughout Serbia) and the powerful Politika group which owned in particular two daily newspapers and ten or so weekly publications ”. Libération, 21 March 1991, p. 20.


� A privileged witness to this umbilical link between Milosevic’s party and the RTS, having worked for the RTS from 1983 to 1992, the journalist Milica Pesic made clear this point: “Officially and formally, RTS is a public enterprise. However, in practice it is a television station controlled primarily by the Serbian government – in other words, by the Socialist Party of Serbia (SPS) – the party in power – and its allies. All the leading men in RTS, instead of being appointed by the Parliament of the Republic, as is laid down in the relevant law, are actually chosen by the ruling party (SPS). And the extent to which the RTS and the regime are linked is illustrated by the following : The Director of RTS, Milorad Vucelic, is simultaneously a member of the Main Board of the Socialist Party of Serbia. Many journalists are also officials or members of the SPS, in contradiction to the Law on Public Information”, op.cit. p.16.


� RTS would be purged regularly. In January 1993, for instance, the management fired de facto and according to political and ethnic criteria 1,500 journalists, workers and technicians who were denied access to their Belgrade and Novi Sad offices. Challenged by those involved, the decision would however be upheld the following September by Belgrade Supreme Court. Reported by Reporters sans frontières, La liberté de la presse dans le monde. Rapport 1994, p. 391.


See also the testimony of Milica Pesic, op. cit. pp.48-51. 


Vukar Jokanovic, the president of the Administrative Council, justified the sidelining of the journalists who opposed RTS’s belligerent editorial line in the following terms: “RTS, the national and State television station, is of special importance. In times such as these when we are being subjected to all kinds of pressure and genocide is being perpetrated against the Serbian people stripped of all its national rights, RTS must take a national position and come to the defence of the interests of the nation, which are vital (...) The people who work for the media institutions arrived at various times. None of them has ever left. As such, Belgrade RadioTelevision is more a Yugoslav institution than it is a Belgrade or a Serbian one. The same goes for certain newspapers and magazines. Within all of these media there are people working against Serbia. They are Ante’s Serbs. They are undermining these companies by setting the members of staff at odds with one another. As a result of being weakened in this way, they are no longer able to organise themselves effectively”. In Epoha, March 1992.


� Nin, Serbia’s best known weekly publication, would have its editorial staff completely reshuffled in June 1988 on the order of Milosevic who would decide to use the newspaper to announce in an interview on 30 June “the awakening of the humiliated Serbian nation”, so foregoing any reference to communist ideology in his programme.


� Reporters sans frontières, La liberté de la presse dans le monde. Report 1991, p. 180.


� Despite the fact that multiparty elections were authorised, the official media remained closed off to the growing opposition, to whom they gave no chance and whom they set about discrediting: “On TV, the demonstrations by thousands of people are hardly mentioned and Milosevic’s potential rival, Vuk Draskovic, the president of the Serbian Renewal Movement, is caricatured as a dangerous hothead”. Idem.


� The restricted number of news organisations existing in Serbia up until 1995 – including the few and far between media organisations which were independent but extremely limited in what they could broadcast and so had small followings – were more than ever under threat. After control was reassumed over Borba, the only independent daily newspaper (early 1995), and Svetlost, which had the largest regional circulation in Serbia in September, the independent television station Studio B (limited to Belgrade) was nationalised in February 1996.


� In this regard, the journalist Nicole du Roy notes that “in this country (Serbia) where 46% of people are illiterate (nearly one in two), the only form of media which covers the whole territory and reaches out to the countryside is State television”. In “Serbie: la télé parano”, Télérama, no. 2257 of 14 April 1993, p. 12.


� Stanko Cerovic, “Is Information Possible in the Face of Propaganda?”, in Dialogues and Documents for the Advancement of Mankind/Experiences and Reflections on National Reconstruction and Peace, working documents of the Foundation for the Advancement of Mankind, no. 64, p. 190.


� On 28 September 1990, Belgrade promulgated a new constitution revoking the autonomy of its two provinces, Vojvodina and Kosovo.


� See Catherine Humblot, “La manipulation de la mémoire”, Le Monde, 22 July 1993. 


� See “Images and Words of Hate: Year One”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1996.


� “Recent events and, above all, grave conflicts and acts of state-terrorism in Croatia, aggravated the Yugoslav political crisis, which already had a long history of ethnic strife, and assumed proportions of an armed conflict with elements of a civil war, with numerous casualties, columns of refugees, break-downs in traffic and supply… What we have now is a natural and legitimate self-defense immanent in the historical dignity of any nation. All efforts directed at qualifying it as banditism through loud, well-organised propaganda and ballyhoo only reveal a counterproductive and non-effective concept, essentially chauvinistic and pro-fascist, which stifles the national interest and human dignity of a people fighting a just battle for equal national and civil rights”. “Images and Words of Hate: Year One”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1996.


� After interviewing several Croatian Serb citizens, a reporter, facing the camera and in front of an audience of Serbs in favour of autonomy, concluded his report as follows: “Is this the opinion of all inhabitants of Knin, all Serbs in Kranija and Croatia? It is hard to tell. The people we interviewed don’t represent all of them, but their feelings are quite indicative and should be counted by those who make decisions in their names”. Idem.


� In these programmes we find the themes of Serbian resentment as expressed in the Mémorandum of the Academy of Belgrade in 1986. There again the interviews with the Croatian Serbs appeared over and over again. One woman stated for example:


	-	« Serbs were ready to forget their names and heritage, their ancestors, all for brotherhood and unity, mass graves and concentration camps… I have a lot of ancestors in those graves. However, if the policy towards Serbs in Croatia continued… »


-	« You mean communist policy ? »


-	« Yes. The majority of Serbs would be assimilated in 10 years ».


One man being interviewed said: “Baranja and West Srem ethnologically and historically absolutely belong to the Serbian people. So do all other territories inhabited by Serbs. It would be absurd to turn Croatia, or any other territory into a Serbian one”… To the question of what, in his opinion, should be the boundaries of the new Serbian State, another man answered: “The boundaries of the Serbian autonomous Region will be… There is a historical link. Where Serbian blood was shed by the Ustasha knives, there will be our boundaries”. In another interview, a third man said that: “If the Croats really want to create an independent state they can do so on their ethnic territory. Could you imagine that these people would disappear, that these mountains would fall, or a Croatian flag would be hoisted instead of the Serbian one?”. See “Images and Words of Hate: Year One”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1996.


� Idem. See also F. Hartmann, op. cit., pp. 107-109.


� “Images and Words of Hate; Year Two”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92 – ARHITEL, 1997.


� Idem.


� The supposed “genocidal nature” of the Croatian people was originally discussed in the work of a Croatian Serb psychiatrist, Jovan Raskovic, who, in a book entitled The Mad Country (Luda Zemlja), would contribute to awakening the Serbian people and justifying the creation of a Greater Serbia. There was not a single debate or Serbian TV programme on the issue of the Serbian minorities in Croatia, Bosnia and Kosovo to which this special guest and specialist in such matters was not invited. Meanwhile, his book was the subject of a media campaign throughout the Federation in 1990 (newspapers and television) during which he was described as the greatest scientist and psychiatrist of his age. Radovan Karadzic, his psychology student from the groups in Zagreb in 1988-1989, would draw greatly on Raskovic’s ideology to alert the Bosnian Serb population to the threat of genocide fomented by the Bosnian Muslims which allegedly hung over them. The action of Karadzic, who rose to head of the SDS thanks to Raskovic’s protection and that of his party, followed in the steps of Raskovic. See for example the declaration “Nation and State Above All” which he delivered to the Pale Assembly in June 1996; SRNA News, June 28, 1996 (� HYPERLINK http://www.4cbiz.net/kosta/tar/RS/dean/rs_news/rs_news_info.html ��http://www.4cbiz.net/kosta/tar/RS/dean/rs_news/rs_news_info.html�).


The “genocidal nature” of the Croatian people would especially be exploited by Duga magazine in the column by the journalist and intellectual, Brana Crnevic. The radical, Vojislav Seselj, would himself state on several occasions that, as a genetically cowardly people, the Croats were disposed to perpetrating genocide. During a meeting with the Orthodox bishop, Lukijan, in Borovo Selo, near Vukovar in Croatia, in September 1991, he openly described the Croats as a “genocidal” and “perverted” people. See Stav, no. 82, 9 September 1991, p. 29.


� On this subject, Florence Hartmann writes: “During prime time on 27 July 1991, Belgrade television broadcast a programme juxtaposing edited footage of speeches by Franjo Tudjman and Ante Pavelic, the ally of Hitler and Mussolini. The columns published by the press stirring up memories of the massacres perpetrated by Pavelic’s Croatian State, the Serbian martyr appearing endlessly on Belgrade television, the reminder of the past which ended up devouring the present in people’s minds and the fusion of past persecution with the one then being suffered by the Croatian Serbs all contributed to inciting and justifying the violence which would follow. Under the sway of propaganda, the Serbs would no longer call the Croats by any other name than Ustasha or fascists and they looked upon them as instruments of the hegemony of a Germany creating the Fourth Reich”. Milosevic, op. cit., p. 172.


� What a coincidence then that, as Stanko Cerovic wrote, “before the Serbs set the war in motion, Serbian television showed only dreadful accounts, all of which were invented and backed up by “false” witnesses, of the crimes and rapes committed by the Muslims and Croats (…)”. In “Is Information Possible in the Face of Propaganda?”, p. 190.


� On these processes in action, see Henri Madelin, “Information et idéologie, Télévisions en guerre”, Le Monde Diplomatique, October 1990.


� “Thanks to the rampage of vandals, so far 76 people have asked for medical help in Belgrade. The majority of them are policemen. One of them, guarding law and order, lost his life on the sidewalks of Belgrade. Nedeljko Kosovic, father of two, was killed by the demonstrating mob. Our crew visited the Nedljko Kosovic family…”.


� “While trying to prevent the violent attacks by the Serbian Renewal Movement supporters against the TV building, the National Assembly and the Republic Presidency during the SRM demonstrations in Belgrade, so far, a few dozen policemen have been wounded. One of them succumbed to his wounds. The Serbian Home Ministry also warns in its statement that if these destructive and terrorist acts by the SRM supporters do not cease right away, in order to protect the constitution and people’s lives, all means will have to be used, including firearms”.


� “There is not a single citizen of Serbia or not a single Serb outside Serbia who can gain from destroying peace and democratic institutions in Serbia. Only an enemy of Serbia could have such an aim: to divide the citizens of Serbia from within so that Serbian people will quarrel among themselves instead of striving for prosperity and welfare, to destroy a united Serbia, or to install a puppet regime to rule it, executing, without question, orders from abroad”.


� “Our Women’s Movement calls upon all women and all citizens who have a free and proud Serbia at heart to come to the rally at Usce today at 1 P.M. There we shall defend Serbia and its president, who are endangered by their enemies’ plots”.


� For this quotation and the previous ones, see “Images and Words of Hate: Year One”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1996.


� In the media industry for example, Belgrade tightened its control over information by creating in 1993 a government Media Council mostly made up of “patriotic” journalists. The Council was set up on the initiative of Brana Crnevic, a nationalist intellectual close to the authorities who worked for Duga magazine. In parallel, a battle against foreign journalists began in April with the introduction of a compulsory visa for entering Yugoslavia.


� In “Images and Words of Hate: Vukovar 1991”, produced by Lazar Lalic, ARHITEL, The Right to Pictures and Words against Censorship and Abuse of Media, 1995.


� See “Images and Words of Hate” “Year Two” and “Year Three”. Op.cit.


� This example is quoted from a report by a journalist from TV Novi Sad, interviewing a Serbian or Montengrin pyrotechnist shelling the enemy lines on the front around Dubrovnik:


- Reporter : « How long have you been here ? Do you have visitors ?”


- Pyrotechnist: “It has been… two months. A month and a half”


- Reporter: “Have you had any reporters or TV crews ?”


- Pyrotechnist: “Apart from this crew from TV Novi Sad, no one else came”


- Reporter: “TV Novi Sad wishes you luck”.


And the pyrotechnist resumes his shelling again in front of the camera. “Images and Words of Hate: Year Two”, op.cit.


� “Images and Words of Hate: Year Two“, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1997.


� “Images and Words of Hate: Year Three”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92, ARHITEL, 1999.


� Idem.


� “Serbia cannot protect itself from the war to which it may be exposed if it is not ready for it and if it becomes lulled into a belief that it cannot happen. Its readiness should, for now, be expressed, firstly, within the Yugoslav National Army and, secondly, within its own armed forces, comprised of the Serbian Territorial Army units which are trained to defend the Republic of Serbia. The Serbian Territorial Army forces have modern equipment and, when it comes to their number and quality of training, they are superior to similar forces outside Serbia, including their so-called ‘para-military units’. This is what the citizens of Serbia should know and take into account”. “Images and Words of Hate: Year Two”, Foundation for Rights to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1997.


� Idem.


� Ibidem.


� See Images and Words of Hate: Vukovar 1991, produced by Lazar Lalic, ARHITEL, The Right to Pictures and Words against Censorship and Abuse of Media¸1995.


� Idem.


� Images and Words of Hate: Vukovar 1991, op. cit.


� That is, Alija Izetbegovic, leader of the Bosnian State.


� Milica Pesic, op. cit. p.36.


� Croatian fascists allied to Nazi Germany and Mussolini’s Italy during the Second World War.


� See “Images and Words of Hate: Year Two”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1997.


� The terminology used by the Serbian media to stigmatise the enemy was imposed on them by the policies set out in unwritten directives. They were requested not to say things such as “the Croatian forces attacked the village” any more but instead to speak about the “Ustasha hordes” or “Vatican, fascist, barbarian hordes” who “attacked the village”. See, for instance, the testimony of Backo Diklic, a Tanjug journalist, reported by Catherine Humblot in “Ex-Yougoslavie: médias fauteurs de guerre - II. L’Hystérie ‘patriotique’”, Le Monde, 23 July 1993, p. 5.


We note that this terminology had an effect on the way of thinking and speaking of the public in general. The vocabulary created by the Serbian media under control, principally of the RTS, became the way people spoke. In a great many accounts of and interviews with civilians, the same expressions and turns of phrase figure endlessly. As on television, the word “genocide” was used indiscriminately. We hear this in the report on the blockade at Ljubovija of the UN humanitarian aid meant for Srebrenica and Bratunac, in which the reporter interviews several Serbian women on their motivations. Their answers follow more or less the language of the journalistic propaganda: “My son was killed in this war. I don’t want this aid to feed his enemies! They committed genocide against the Serbs, they slaughtered, castrated, gouged eyes and now we should feed them so that they could kill us all!”; “My only son and a 22-year-old grandson got killed ! I don’t want anyone to help the Ustashas ! They burned down my home ! What more do they want!”; “I lost a 17-year-old daughter and my husband ! I won’t let them kill again !”, etc. “Images and Words of Hate: Year Three”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92, ARHITEL, 1999. 


The words and expressions used by the people interviewed are those learned from the television and mentally structure their way of talking and serve as ready-made terms.


� Quoted by Milica Pesic, op. cit. p.36.


� Thus, when Vukovar in Slavonia was captured, Belgrade TV’s evening news on channel 1 described the battle triumphantly: “Our army has the situation under control, the Ustasha fascists had to withdraw”. Reported by Jean Ariel, “L’écran non aligné”, Télérama. No. 2180 of 23 October 1991, p. 68.


It is true that on Serbian Television the fighting at Vukovar was always presented as another “liberating” act of the town – this extract from a report by one of the special on-site envoys when control was taken of one of the districts of the town by the Serbian troops is evidence of this: “Another in a series of victories in the battle for Vukovar – the fall of the infamous Milovo brdo, the last oasis of Ustasha fighters in the upper part of the town, proving that army assessments were absolutely realistic. As of today, the Yugoslav flag is flying on the town’s highest point. The citizens from this part of town have come out of their shelters to embrace the freedom they had waited for so long. In this military operation, Yugoslav People’s Army units were accompanied by brave local territorial defense units. This successfully completed operation has become one of the most significant victories in the campaigning to liberate Vukovar. Fighting side by side, the Army and territorial defense units made a significant drive into Pionirska Street, finally taking and connecting with the liberators of Milovo brdo. It needs to be said that enemy resistance was crushed without losses. Presently the Army is pulling out the exhausted civilians in the occupied areas and moving them to safety. The suffering and pain in their eyes have given way to tears of joy, kissing and embracing the liberators, and a thousand and one “thank you, thank yous””. See Images and Words of Hate: Vukovar 1991, produced by Lazar Lalic, ARHITEL, The Right to Pictures and Words against Censorship and Abuse of Media, 1995.


The journalistic commentary provided to the Serbian public on the television news on TV Belgrade, as the key to understanding the conflict, does show any distance either and becomes a charicature. The siege of Vukovar is thus justified by Ratko Dmitrovic, the presenter of the news at 19:30 hours: “In Vukovar more than a thousand Serbs are feared to have been butchered by the Croatian neo-fascists, including several dozen Serbian children who have fallen victim to the Ustasha knives. Bodies of entire families are still being found slaughtered on the very doorsteps of their homes. This town is a great Serbian martyrdom. For the past months, Vukovar’s outskirts have just been the outer limits of a huge concentration camp”. “Images and Words of Hate: Year Two”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1997.


Another example is this extract from the programme “No-one is like me” broadcast on Radio Belgrade’s second station on 12 December 1991 during which Milos Bojovic, a Socialist Party deputy in the Serbian parliament, declared: “Why are you asking me about war? You must also know that Serbia is not at war! Serbia is not at war! Nor is Krajina. At war are Ustasha authorities in Croatia, and you have witnessed how they do it - in a wily, perfidious way. They have prepared a genocide against Serbs. They simply want to eradicate us. But it is not only war. At stake are the interests of Germany, Italy and Austria. Small people get a handful of dollars and you can do anything with them. But Serbs are different, they cannot be bribed, or bought. They are always ready to defend their homeland, their state, their freedom. That is history. That is a genetic legacy in Serb genes. But all the cards are now on the table. Now everything is clear. There are the three largest denomination: the Catholics, the Muslims and the Orthodox - the best and brightest among them. All possible efforts are now being made to enslave all of the Orthodox peoples living in these territories, to turn us into galley -rowers. But that shall not happen! ”.


� Two war reports of TV Belgrade, Mostar, illustrate this manner of speech. The first reports on the destruction of an army barracks: “Current events in Bosnia were recently anticipated in Mostar. Right after the peace talks and on the very eve of Bairam, the army barracks “Severni logor” were blown up. It was planned by Ustasha and carried out by jihad warriors with a cruelty typical of both. It marked the first time jihad set foot on European soil”. In another report, the current enemy is more explicitly compared with yesterday’s enemy: “The day on the Mostar frontline has been relatively peaceful without significant military provocation. In places, however, the Ustashas launch occasional attacks, but they are obviously too weak to mount an all-out offensive. Their commando unit now choose to raid the liberated territory. Especially worrisome are reports of what’s happening to the Serbs of Roska Gora and Bogodol where two to three hundred Serbs were savagely massacred and all their property destroyed. The crime resembles those committed by the Ustashas in 1944”. “Images and Words of Hate: Year Three”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92, ARHITEL, 1999.


� Presenter: « Mr. Karadzic, good evening. May we please have your comment on the allegations that there are camps in which Serbs torture Croats and Muslims ?”


Radovan Karadzic : “Good evening. During my stay in London, we invited British reporters to come and visit all locations with such alleged camps. They visited four locations in Serbia, including Loznica. They visited Pale and saw there was no camp there. They saw a penitentiary in Kula, where criminals and POW’s are kept in decent conditions. Today they have visited Omarska and Prijedor. We offer every corner of our territory for international inspection”.


“Images and Words of Hate: Year Three”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92, ARHITEL, 1999.


� Le Monde, 23 July 1993.


� Speaking of Seselj and his troops and with regard to events which had taken place in Borovo Selo near Vukovar, the 4 April 1991 issue of Politika Ekspres paid tribute to “the volunteers who left to defend the threatened Serbian people”.


Purposely confusing the issue and distorting the facts, Seselj told NTV Studio B shortly after on 3 May that “Borovo Selo demonstrated that the Serbs are armed…They killed 12 Ustashi. That is Serb heroism….I have contacts with those Serbs in Borovo Selo….where the major role was played by the Chetnik movement. Chetnik arms triumphed on 2 May in Borovo Selo. Not even 15 Ustashas could take one Serb Chetnik. We have sent our volunteers everywhere. The best ones are in Zagreb - those trained for special raids and terrorist actions”. This statement was later printed by Borba on 10 May.


� “I met Arkan and kissed him. I always kiss heroes”. Biljana Plavsic, Duga, 22 January - 4 February 1994.


� Serbian extremists.


� At the time, Serbian “perfection” and “know-how” was expressed in the former Yugoslavia by a cliché claiming that “Goebbels was a child” in comparison – implying thereby that Serbian propaganda was even more effective than Nazi propaganda and its main creator.


� Reporters sans frontières, La liberté de la presse dans le monde. Report 1993, pp. 338-339.


� See “Images and Words of Hate: Year Two”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1997.


� Idem.


� See for example:


“The fate of our state no longer depends on our will power, courage, honesty, intelligence, and orientation towards the heavenly empire - all the virtues in which we have excelled throughout history. We now depend on international carpet-baggers, wheeler-dealers, financiers, and the masterminds of the policy whose aim was to break up the state which was created by the shedding of much blood”, Academic Radovan Samardzic, Epoha, 5 November 1991.


“Saint Sava opted for a humiliated and weakened Byzantium for he saw in it the indomitable spirit of Orthodoxy, and he turned his back to the all-powerful Rome, from which the foul smell of the first inquisitional pyres was coming - hints of Auschwitz and Jasenovac. We fear that a new world order is emerging, and that it is based on a trilateral alliance between America, Japan and Europe… A planetary anthill is being created and only the laws of hedonist society shall have their place there…We should do penance in order to have a pious and kind tsar, in both Serbia and Russia …. It would mark the return to the sense of the cult and not to the formal rite (which we are frequently witnessing now)”. Mr Danilo Krstic, bishop of Budim, Pogledi, Kragujevac, 18 October - 1 November 1991.


“It is better for all of us to perish than to accept dubious foreign decisions regarding our fate”, Momcilo Djujic, Chetnik Duke, Borba, 14 January 1992.


“The international community is immoral. It shall kill us all”, Priest Amfilohije Radovic, Borba, 13 July 1993.


“By carving up Yugoslavia through national secessions, in which Germany played a decisive role and which were made possible by EC, US, and Islamic forces, the Serb people was de facto declared WW3. All those factors had goals similar to the ones pursued by the Axis Powers in both WW1 and WW2”, Dobrica Cosic, Nada, 29 June 1994.


� In its 10 February 1991 issue, Politika would state that Croatia had received a $US 4 billion loan from the Vatican with which to pull Yugoslavia apart...


On 21 September 1992, Dragan Krivacevic, editor-presenter of the television news stated for example: “The International community led by the Vatican wants Serbs on their knees. Together with our enemies from inside, Muslims and Croats from Serbia, they want us to beg them. But, they are not going to see that scene”. Milica Pesic, op. cit. p.34.


� For example, on 30 August 1995, TVB1 broadcast extracts from a report shown on a German channel in which young Nazis expressed their hatred for the Serbs and boasted of having fought alongside the Croats and exterminated a good number of Serbs. The report also showed Nazis in France and Italy suggesting, through presenting such extremist figures, that the programming for exterminating the Serbian people was indeed part of a world-wide conspiracy.


� The embargo and its consequences were usually presented in a biased manner. Thus on 20 November 1992, during the television news, the presenter Stefan Grubac distorted the content of a Security Council resolution which exempted food and pharmaceutical products, when he explained: “They [the foreigners] deny food and offer news, they deny medicine and offer comments instead”. Quoted by Vojin Dimitrijevic and Jelena Pejic, University of Belgrade Law School, in “The effects of UN Sanctions Against Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro): Theory and Conventional Wisdom in the Current Context”, note no. 43. http://www.ukc.ac.uk/politics/publications/journals/ kentpapers/dimitri.html.


� “Images and Words of Hate: Year Three”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B92, ARHITEL, 1999.


� Borislav Jovic recounted how Milosevic did everything within his power to make Karadzic give in and how he organised a campaign to satanise him in which the media participated: “When Radovan Karadzic, President of the Republika Srpska, refused to accept the so-called Vance-Owen plan, which Milosevic himself supported, Milosevic organised a campaign to demonise Karadzic that was below not only any personal moral dignity but also the high-ranking positions they both occupied”. In Book on Milosevic, Belgrade, 2001 (draft translation by ICTY), p.29.


Another interesting episode shedding light on how the media were bent to Milosevic’s will took place at RTS itself when the Vance plan was being negotiated in 1991-1992. The editor-in-chief of RTS, Krste Bjelic, was fired because he was deemed too close to Milan Babic, the “president” of the Serbian Republic of Krajina, who had rejected the Vance plan and who opposed Milosevic. Bjelic was replaced by Dragoljub Milanovic from the daily Politika Ekspres.


It is interesting to note that from the moment Milosevic accepted the Vance plan, the pejorative terms “oustaha” and “throat cutters” were replaced by the words “Croatian army” or “Croatian forces”. Moreover, the war reports became shorter and were broadcast at the end of the television news... Serbian Television presented the Vance plan as a victory achieved through Serbian action and its leader. During its adoption, the presenter of the national television news stated the following in his editorial: “The Serbian people’s intense craving for peace was once again confirmed by the official Serbian policy. By adopting the peace plan drawn up by Cyrus Vance, acting as the UN Secretary General’s personal envoy, and enjoying the unambiguous support of the Unites States, Serbia has finally and definitively cast off the stigma of belligerence forced on her by the neo-Nazi forces of Croatia and Europe. If any Balkan nation has ever reached maturity through hardship and the pain of a war fought for peace and freedom, it is the Serbian nation. From such a nation and its government nothing could have been expected but a policy of peace. But by the same token, no one could have expected it to capitulate and renounce its national dignity and rights in the name of somebody else’s illusion of peace. The Serbian peace policy cannot be regarded as an attempt to save face or preserve the regime. Rather, it is an expression of full moral, political and historical adherence to its principles. The policy that Serbia and its president Slobodan Milosevic have pursued so far leaves not even a shred of doubt when it comes to protecting the interests of the Serbian nation”. See “Images and Words of Hate: Year Two”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1997.


Borisav Jovic provides another interesting example of the umbilical cord between Milosevic and “his” media. Milosevic was opposed to Slobodanka Gruden becoming the head of Belgrade municipality - he had his own candidate - and so he would destroy Gruden’s reputation by conducting a smear campaign against her: “Since all of the media were under the complete control of Slobodan Milosevic, and since Slobodanka was elected against his will, the already proven mechanism of isolation and discrediting went into operation. Then, it clearly showed how powerful Slobodan was within the SPS leadership compared to us, who benevolently and trustingly left him with all the influence over the media (…) Within the media a campaign against Slobodanka Gruden started. They said that she had been bribed to allocate some plots of land to Dafina Milanovic, owner of the Dafiment Bank, but it was never proved. It was only to dishonour her and to show that persecuting and overthrowing her were justified. The machinery for discrediting her continued to operate right up until Slobodanka had enough of it all and resigned”, op. cit., pp. 116-188.


� Politika correspondent in Zagreb before becoming a figurehead of ultra-nationalism on television, Ratko Dmitrovic was to become particularly well-known for his positions with regard to war: "Despite claims of some military-political analysts that artillery and missile attacks on some towns failed to bring the war victory or help Krajina prevail in armed conflicts, I tend to share the view that this is the best way for Krajina to keep Croatia in a checkmate situation. Serbian heavy artillery forces can thus control Sisak and a large industrial zone (refinery, ironworks, thermo-power plant, chemical industry "Radonja"), Karlovac and its industrial potential, Zadar, Šibenik, Osijek… As regards Zagreb is it only 25 km away from the range of the Serbian heavy artillery", in Argumenti, July 1994. Quoted by Petar Lukovic, Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia.


� HYPERLINK http://www.helsinki.org.yu/authors_singletext.php?lang=en&idteksta=448 ��http://www.helsinki.org.yu/authors_singletext.php?lang=en&idteksta=448�.


Some years later, interviewed about his role on RTS where he had been news presenter from 1991 to 1993, Ratko Dmitrovic attempted to exonerate himself: “I resented the way RTS presented the events at the time. It has all got far worse by now, it has hit rock bottom. I tried to raise it with the editors. I was not one. I was just a commentator with no say in shaping the programme. I requested that we enter the media war and wage it through the most powerful of its media – television. They never fought one. It was all cheap, party propaganda, a total disaster”… “Images and Words of Hate : Year Three”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92, ARHITEL, 1999.


� Op.cit. p.23.


� Lola Stamenkovic, who studied the programmes of Radio Belgrade between February and May 1993 (the programmes between 15:00 and 19:00 hours) notes the following: “After the Bjeljina Assembly the style of reporting on the war in Bosnia-Herzegovina changes. Unlike in the previous period, this new style sees the transmitting of statements which endorse the Vance-Owen plan as a whole and point to the danger of prolonging the war and risking military action against Yugoslavia if the peace is not signed. The statements of Serb leaders in Bosnia that the Vance-Owen plan does not guarantee peace are criticised. Less radio and television time is devoted to accounts from the war front; reporters are called to quote new sources of information (diplomatic sources, etc.)”. See article “Radio Belgrade I – Domination of Ethnic Stereotypes”, in Hate Speech. An Analysis of the Content of the Domestic Media in the First Part of 1993, Centre for Antiwar Action, Belgrade, 1994, p.38.


� When the war with Croatia began to become exposed to criticism from the Serbian civilian society, and at a time when the new boundary which had come about through the territorial conquests needed to be strengthened, Serbian Television read on the television news a communiqué by the socialist party in power which sounded like a warning to all dissenting voices: “The Socialist Party gives its full support to the Army and calls upon all its members and citizens to fulfill their civic duty, defend their homeland from fascism and prevent the extermination of the Serbs in Croatia. The Serbs have always managed to pinpoint and eliminate traitors, and we believe they will be able to do it again”. See “Images and Words of Hate: Year Two”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92-ARHITEL, 1997.


� Such public pressure on independent journalists was a phenomenon not only in Serbia but also in Croatia, Bosnia and Montenegro.


� This collusion, not to mention confusion, between the Socialist Party and the Radical Party was public knowledge as the following three examples demonstrate:


- “I respect Seselj because he is consistent in his political convictions and because I believe that his party and he are not financed from abroad”, Slobodan Milosevic in Tanjug, Belgrade, 22 March 1992.


- “We share with the Radicals their love for Serbia, their patriotism, and the air that we breathe”, Radovan Radovic, SPS deputy, during the parliamentary session, RTS, 28 January 1993.


- “Milosevic is powerful because of the strength of his power and because he has the backing of the second most powerful party - the Serb Radical Party”, Vojislav Seselj, NIN, 20 August 1993.


� John Mckay, “Working for a Beta [sic] Day”, in War Report, May 1995, p. 18.


� Milica Pesic, op. cit. p.18.


� See C. Humblot, “Résistances et purges”, Le Monde, 24 July 1993, p. 4.


� Politika, 7 January 1993.


� Reported by Milica Pesic, op. cit. p.18.


� On 11 August 1992, the president of the board of directors of Belgrade Television acknowledged the damage inflicted on the town but specified: “There are just four houses in Dubrovnik which are destroyed and these belong to Serbs”...


� The journalist, Daniel Deluce, formerly a Reuters correspondent in Sarajevo, would write in this regard: “Serbian Radio Television created a strange universe in which Sarajevo, the Bosnian capital, had never been besieged and in which the devastated Croatian town of Vukovar had been ‘liberated’”. He went on to say: “the media offensive launched by Belgrade contributed to the appearance of equally detestable propaganda in other Yugoslav republics and its after-effects would be felt for years”. In “The Media War”, NATO Review, Vol. 48, no. 3, Winter 2000-2001, p. 16.


� Katarina Subasic, op. cit. p.16.


� “Images and Words of Hate: Year Three”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B 92, ARHITEL, 1999.


� Whereas it is well known that, at the time, “Mladic’s soldiers were machine-gunning the refugee columns, murdering people and slitting throats” as Rémy Ourdan writes in “Ratko Mladic le barbare”, Le Monde, 9 February 1996.


� Op .cit. p.17.


� A scenario which would be repeated with the 68 people killed and 142 wounded by a Serbian mortar shell which landed in Sarajevo market on 5 February 1994. On 9 February, “Pale Serbian Television showed images from Western television stations and, using freeze frame, analysed every detail and fact which the Serbs thought proved that it was a Bosnian set up” In this regard, see the interesting masters thesis “Le rôle de la télévision d’État dans la montée du nationalisme extrémiste en Serbie”, Sonja Milenkovic, University of Paris II Panthéon-Assas, 1994/1995, pp. 79-82.


� “Images and Words of Hate: Year Three”, Foundation for Right to Pictures and Words, Lazar Lalic, B92, ARHITEL, 1999.


� In “Les émules de Goebbels”, La lettre de Reporters sans frontières, Jelena Ponorac, November 1992, p. 7.


� Milica Pesic, op. cit. p.28.


� C. Humblot, Le Monde, 23 July 1993.


� In its report Restriction on the Broadcast Media in FR Yugoslavia, the International Committee to Protect Independent Media in the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia writes: “News programs modify or even create information in order to fit the political objectives of the government. Often that objective is to create and foster enemy images among the population. Before and during the wars in Bosnia and Croatia, RTS whipped up Serbian nationalism by dehumanising non-ethnic Serbs and promoting visions of Serbia’s historical glory. The media campaign aimed at instilling and fostering fear among the public, a feeling of threat, of helplessness, and the need for resistance”. Free Slobodna 2000, September 1998, p. 7.


� He was vice-president of the SPS. Furthermore, prior to the war against Croatia, he was in charge of TV Novi Sad, from where most of the belligerent Serbian propaganda was transmitted to Croatia. His successes whilst in this post would earn him an appointment to RTS when the war against Croatia ended.


� In April 1982, whilst Radio Belgrade’s political editor-in-chief, he became a member of the presidency of the Municipal Committee of the Belgrade League of Communists. He would later become Minister for Information.


� Marie-Claude Vogric states that “Tanjug, the famous press agency set up by Tito, (...) and the most widely read daily newspapers, Politika, Ekspres, Vecernje Novosti, were put back in their place in 1987 with a purge of the directors and editors-in-chief, who were accused of not having supported Milosevic. In “La presse de Belgrade sous la férule de Milosevic”, La lettre de Reporters sans frontières, February 1995, p. 16.


� Jean-Claude Raspiengeas, “Le dernier espoir démocratique”, Télérama, 17 February 1993.


� For example, see the testimony of Nenad Pejic, former programme controller for Sarajevo TV, who states: “In late April 1992, Serbian television showed a report on the journalists who had to be killed. My name was on the list.” La lettre de Reporters sans frontières, op. cit., p. 24.


� Jean Ariel, op. cit.


� Reporters sans frontières, La liberté de la presse dans le monde. Report 1992, p. 321.


� See “Situation of the Media in Former Yugoslavia”, Report to the Commission of the European Union, AIM, Paris, March 1995, p. 1.


� Véronique Soulé gives a good account of this strategy when she writes: “rather than ban them, they (the authorities) put the independent media under financial and legal pressure; more infrequently the Serbian police carries out seizures or raids. The aim is to limit their audience as much as possible whilst maintaining an appearance of pluralism which Belgrade parades before the international community in order to drive home the message that “there is greater democracy in Belgrade than in Zagreb”. In “Serbie: la difficile survie de la presse indépendante”, Libération, 10 January 1996.


� In 1993, for example, while the consequences of the embargo were being fully felt, particularly by the independent media, the Federal Minister for Information had an amendment added to the Law on Public Information which authorised the Federal Parliament to veto foreign aid provided to the media.. See Milica Pesic, op. cit. p.19.


� Florence Hartmann, “Le quotidien serbe ‘Borba’ tente de résister à Slobodan Milosevic”, Le Monde, 12 January 1995.


� The magazine Duga came under the control of the authorities in spring 1987, when the editorial team was restructured. From that time on it published articles backing Milosevic’s nationalist arguments.


In her column - humorously described as a “horoscope” by her detractors - Mira Markovic would systematically announce in advance the decisions that the authorities would take. A close ally of Slobodan Milosevic, Borisav Jovic, wrote on this subject: “This became evident in practice in the early 1990s. Milosevic’s wife started to publish a series of articles in the Duga magazine in the form of her diary and thoughts, in which she touched on numerous political and social issues but also announced what could later happen or what should happen. Everything she announced really did happen. What she objected to would be publicly attacked. Those she criticised would be dismissed. All of this could happen only in one way, through the support of the state and the political machine, led by her husband, which put in practice what she only announced (…) Her texts even attracted huge attention. They often contained, between the lines, real intentions and hints as to whom the texts referred to. A phantom which could destroy one with a single sentence hovered above the people. After each new issue of Duga the main topic of analysis for the political public would be the new text by Milosevic’s wife, with guesses as to what she wanted to say this time and what would happen afterwards”. In Book on Milosevic, Belgrade, 2001 (draft translation by ICTY), pp. 23-24.


� Part of the column would also be published in the daily newspaper Vecernje Novosti which had the highest circulation figures in the FRY, with 230,000 copies sold (BETA News Agency, 10 January 1995).


� Quoted in La lettre de Reporters sans frontières, February 1995, p. 18.


� The newspaper, published in Kragujevac some 120 kilometres south of Belgrade, was linked to twenty or so regional newspapers which advocated pluralism.


� Correspondance de la Presse, Monday 19 February 1996.


� Correspondance de la Presse, Wednesday 4 December 1996.


� In its December edition, AIM writes in this regard: “The state-controlled media have totally ignored the mass protests in Serbia, but have given wide coverage to those in... Zagreb. Politika only informed its readers that opposition supporters had ‘demolished’ its building”. In “The Struggle for the Cities”, AIM Review, no. 43, December 1996, p. 5-6.


� “Serbie: propagande, mode d’emploi”, in La lettre de Reporters sans frontières, 13 January 1997.


� Mirko S. Mandrino notes: “Most of the ‘private’, ‘independent’ or ‘local’ stations have no licenses and are therefore operating illegally according to the national and international norms. The only exceptions are those stations which belong to people close to the authorities (like the family members of high-ranking civil servants) or which are run by them. The others do not have the correct papers and so the authorities organise police raids on their premises from time to time and confiscate their equipment. The last police raid, which was better organised and on a scale the like of which we have never seen before, took place in May-June 1997. With police assistance, “official” State radio inspectors accompanied by engineers and technicians carrying provisional police i.d. carried out these lightening raids. Most of the time, not only was the building sealed off but the equipment confiscated too. More than 100 radio stations and fifty or so television stations were “visited” like this – including Radio Bum in Pozarevac, Radio Velinka Kikinda in Kikinda, Radio N in Nis, Radio 021 in Novi Sad, Independent TV in Pancevo, TV in Nis and many others”. In InteRadio, Vol. 9, no. 2. Internet site of A.M.A.R.C. 


� HYPERLINK http://www.amarc.org/interadio/Vol9_No2/Francais/html/europe/htm ��http://www.amarc.org/interadio/Vol9_No2/Francais/html/europe/htm�  


See also “Independent media under pressure from all sides”, AIM Review, no. 49, July 1997, p. 5.


� Reporters sans frontières, Dossiers et rapports de missions, RFY: un Etat de censure.


� A hate campaign would be launched against the media receiving subsidies from abroad who were described as “traitors to Serbia”. Politika would publish a list of independent press organs who had received funding from the European Commission (Vreme, Nasa Borba, AIM, etc.). Certain of their editors were depicted as driving around in Mercedes and living in luxurious villas which they allegedly obtained through subversive activities undermining Serbia. Reported by Gordana Igric, “The Regime’s Operation ‘Media’” in AIM Review, no. 35, April 1996, p. 10.
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