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JOHN HAMRE: Ladiesandgentlemen,welcome. I’m delightedthatyou’re
here,andI’m verypleasedto welcomePresident Silajdžić backto CSIS. Ironically, the
lasttime thathewaswith ushereat CSIS,I wasn’t here,but Januszwas,sohe
remembersit vividly. It was12 yearsago. It wasbeforetheDaytonAccordshadbeen
settled,andit wassadlytwo weeksbeforeSrebenica. And whenyou think of thesorrow
and thetragedythat accompaniedthosedays,it’s apoint of remembrancefor me– for all
of us. I wasoverat theDefenseDepartmentat thetimeandit was quitea dramaticand
traumatictime. Soto comebacknow – I mean– in onesense, we’re fortunate that those
very,veryugly anddifficult daysarebehindus,but thedaysarenot entirely behindus,
and I think that’swhat we’re goingto – wehavethebenefit of thepresident to speakto
us today.

WhenI first wentoverto DOD, a friendof mineoncetookmethroughamental
exercise.And hesaid,imagineyouhavefour inboxeson yourdesk. Oneinboxis for
urgent andimportant. Oneis for non-urgentandimportant. Oneis for urgentbut not
important.And oneis for not urgentandnot important. Hesaidwhichof thosefour
should you fi rst go to everymorning?

Andof course,your instinct is, well, you go to thebox that is urgentand
important.And hesaid,no. Hesaid,thatis abig mistake. Hesaid, youalwaysgo to a
box thatis importantbutnorurgent,becausethenyouhave timeto work on theproblem.

I think that’s what we’re hereto talk abouttoday,thecontinuingevolution–
political, socialevolutionin theBalkans,andthepolitical structurein Bosnia-
Herzegovinais important.Fortunately, it’s not urgent, andnowwehave timeto work on
this. And I think, President,thatsummarizeswhy youhavecometo Washingtonand
why you aretalking to us. Weare– for being suchasophisticated country– big,
powerful,sophisticatedcountry– wereallycan’t keep morethanoneidea in ourhead at
a time. And right now,everything is Iraq. And so,if youdon’t cometo Washington,we
don’t think abouttheseproblems.Soyouaredoingusa favor to help usthink abouta
very importantproblemat a timewhenwehavea chanceto dosomethingaboutit.

So I’m pleasedyou gaveusachance.Obviously,therearemanypeople thatwant
to hearyou today,President.Thankyou for coming,andlet me turn to younowto share
your thoughtswith everyone.Thankyou, sir.

H.E.HARIS SILAJDŽIĆ: Thankyou,Mr. Hamre. Okay, it is my pleasureand
honorto behereagain. Thankyou all for coming. I amdelightedto seesomanyfriends
from here,and,of course,Januszwho remembersour lastmeeting here. And thankyou
again,Mr. Hamre,for all thoseboxes.Fourboxes,did yousay? What do youdo if you
havefour boxes?I haveaproposal. Call in sick. (Laughter.) That’s thebest thing to do.



I intendhereto bring– my purposeis actually to revitalize theissueof Bosniain
Washington, generally, andwith youheretoday,becauseit is an issuethatis deemeda
finishedjob. It hasbeendonein many ways. But therearestill thingsthat makeuspay
attentionto this issue.And I amtrying not to besosubjective,because, of course,I come
from Bosnia. But it is anissuethat couldstill – let mefind theword– couldstill beof a
concernto theinternationalcommunity.

I intendto give you abrief on thebackgroundfor thosewhohavenot followed
thecaseof Bosniasointensely, andthen,to talk aboutdifferent conceptsherethatwe
haveno in Bosnia. Therearedifferentconcepts of whereBosniashould go. And then,
justa few sentencesaboutthepossible repercussions,if wedonot payattention to
Bosnia, if wedonot solvetheBosnianquestions.

So asyouknow, Bosnia andHerzegovinawasthevictim of theregime in
Belgradeat thattime– Croatia,too. And therewasaplanto expandSerbiaat the
expenseof theneighboringstates.SoI believethatthecauseof theproblem therewasan
expansionistidea, theaspirationstowardsour lands. And this is not anewidea. This is
my view.

Now, therewaswhatsomepeopleevencalledconflict or war. I believe that to be
aggressionagainstmy country. And it lastedfrom ’92 to ’95. Within thatperiod,wehad
warcrimes,crimesagainsthumanity,andfinally, theworstof all crimes,genocide in
Bosnia-Herzegovina,nowofficial. And I will later try to expanda little bit on that
subject.

Generally,Bosnia-Herzegovinawasandstill hopefully is to someextenta
multicultural society to which it wasnaturalfor thecitizensof Bosnia-Herzegovinaof
differentculturesandreligionsto live together. It wasnot tolerance, becausewedid not
tolerateeachother;we lived together.Unfortunately, thatwas brokenby a regimethat
hadits owngoalsandsomepeoplewerein thewayof thatregime. Sothey,
unfortunately, kil ledpeopleor expelledthem from theirhomes. And that’s why wehave
todayin theUnitedStatesover300,000peopleof Bosnia– Bosnianswhocamehereto
escapedeathor concentrationcamps. In Canada,I think probablyabout100,000;I am
not sure. Thosearethefortunateones.Theunfortunateones arenowdead.

In 1995,upontheinitiativeof theinternationalcommunity – mainly theUnited
Statesgovernment– therewasapeaceagreement. Wehadnegotiationsheldat Dayton,
Ohio, andwereachedanagreement.This agreementwasnaturally not perfect, of course.
But it wasasuccessfulagreement, becausethekil ling stopped; theoperationsalso. So
we finally hadpeacein Bosnia, thatwasthemostimportant thing. Of course,thepeace
agreement– generallycalledtheDaytonAgreement– was criticizedfor being
contradictoryfor beinglegally very questionableandsoon. But it wasanagreementthat
brought peaceto Bosnia,andthis is themostimportantthing. I wasthere,andI would
do thatagainunderthesamecircumstances; I wouldaccepttheDaytonPeaceAgreement.



Now, theexecutionof thepeaceagreementon thegroundis adifferentthing,and
I think thattheinternationalcommunityfollowedthelineof leastresistance there– the
philosophyof containment– andwepassedanopportunity to really dosomething for
Bosnia through theDaytonAgreement.Wearenowwherewe are. It hasbeen yearsand
years.Thereis progressin Bosnia; thereis nodoubtaboutit. Couldbeworse;but it
couldhavebeenbetter. It couldbebetternow,hadwemanagedto actually usethe
Dayton Agreementto domanythings, especially humanrights,organization of thereturn
of refugees,andsoon– theeconomy.

Bosnia,becauseof theimplementationof thepeaceagreement, is today mainly
blockedasa country,becauseof thesystem. Thesystem of voting,which gives
practicallyone-fifth of thestateparliament– one-fift h of theparliament– theright to
block everything in thecountry– thatis called entity voting,knownto thosewho follow
Bosnia closely. Justtoday, wehavebeendiscussingthis with PrimeMinisterDodik and
theAmericanofficialsat theStateDepartment. And unfortunately, wehavenot reached
an agreementon thatandthematterof thepolice issue. I hopewewill reach an
agreementin thenearfuture. But today,we failedto do that.

Why did we fail? Becausewehavetwo different conceptsof Bosnia to be– the
concept thatis theconceptof political parties;and my concept in Bosnia– thereare
peoplewhowould like to seeBosnia-Herzegovinaademocracy, not ethnocracy. As a
resultof theaggressionandtheDaytonPeaceAgreement,Bosniais todaydivided
ethnically,sothecitizenof Bosnia-Herzegovinais numbertwo; theethnic groupsare
numberone. Sothis is aquestionof theindividual rightsandthecollective rights.

I amin favorof thecitizensof Bosnia,not of theBosniaof peoples,becauseit
translatesinto division,andit is adividedcountryin manyways today– adivided
economy; unfortunately,adividededucational system. And thatis theworstof it,
because thequestionis howdoweraisetheyoung generation. SoBosniais dividedinto
two entities. In oneentity, it is dividedinto cantons,andsoon.

My view of it is thefollowing. I would like to get rid of theentities;I would like
to getrid of thecantons,if I could. But I can’t. There is nopolitical will for this in
Bosnia on theotherside,andnopolitical will on thepartof theinternational community
to reallygetinvolvedonceagain, which is understandable.

Theotherside,whichmeanspolitical partiesfrom theentity of Republika Srpska
within Bosnia-Herzegovina– theywantthestatusquoof thesituation today,which is this
division into two entitiesasapermanentsolution. On theother side,wewant to change
it, becausewedonot seea futurein thatarrangement. I think thatBosniashouldbea
democraticcountryfor all citizens– equal citizens– and theculture,religion,and
traditions, whereof course,everyoneis free to believewhatever, to cherishtheculture,
and thetradition, andsoon. So this is oneconcept; theotherconcept is theconceptof
thestatusquoanddivision.



That is why westill renegotiatetheDaytonAgreement;westill try to find the
middleground. But we arenot succeedingas yet. Thosearethetwo concepts. And it’ s
not easyto find themiddlegroundbetween thesetwo concepts,between theindividual
rights andcollective rights,betweenhaving two entitiesandhaving astrongercentral
government– not centralized,but enoughof a central government,theminimumof it in
orderfor Bosnia-Herzegovinato beableto fulfi ll its duties internally andexternally.

And that’swhatdiscussionsareall about. Bosnia-Herzegovinais on its path
towardsfull membershipin theEuropeanUnion. But wehaveproblems there,because
theEuropeanUnion requests usto havesomereformsfi rst, like thepolice reform. And
wearestuckthere,becausein my mind, thereform is a reform. In themindsof people
like PrimeMinisterDodik, thepoliceof RepublikaSrpskashouldremain thereasit is
today.

Now, I mustintroducetheotherelementin this picture,beingverybrief, of
course.And thatis, thejudgmentof theInternationalCourtof Justiceof the26th of
February,whichmadegenocidein Bosnia-Herzegovinaofficial after 14 yearsof
deliberation.And it saystherewasa genocide;it sayswho committedthegenocide.
Thosearethe institutionsof theentityof Republika Srpska– thepolice andthearmy.
That’s oneof thereasonswhy I cannotacceptthat within thenew arrangement wehave
thepoliceof RepublikaSrpska,becauseit is guilty of genocide. And also,weneedto
makereforms,andthatis whatwearerequesting. TheEuropeanUniondemands reform
of thepolice.

Therewecannotagree;wedisagreedeventoday,anhourago. And not only me
of course,but thosethatI representasthepresidentof theparty andother citizens,I
believethatthatnameandthatorganizationshouldnot be therebecauseit hascommitted
genocide.Not only thenameof it, but sometimespersons– andwehavea list of about
500peoplethatarewithin thatpolice andareon thelist of thosewho tookpartin the
operationsleading to thegenocide.

And I hope youunderstandwhatI amtrying to conveyto you– theclimate and
theimmediateproblemsthatwehavenow. And all of that boils downto onething,
whetherBosniashouldremainasit is today,despite thefact thatwenowofficially have
genocide,or do we ignorethatfact andproceed.I cannotbringmyself to ignoringthe
judgment,of course,andit is not my right. Thejudgment is there; it absolvedmostly
Serbia. Serbiais guilty only of non-preventionof genocide,non-punishment of the
perpetrators. And the genocide,according to theverdict, is committedby those
institutions.

Thequestionis whetherthis verdicthasconsequence,or is thejudgmentof the
InternationalCourt of Justice,anNGO pronouncement,adeclaration– no harmdoneto
theNGOs,of course. But this judgmentis being ignoredat all levels. And I hadto bring
this upwith thenewSecretaryGeneralof theUnitedNations,Mr. Moon, telling him the
following. Your organizationcommittedcolossalmistakes in Bosnia-Herzegovina,
admittedit throughtheformersecretarygeneral. And thosemistakescostten thousands



of livesin Bosnia-Herzegovina.Now, wehave thejudgmentthatit wasgenocideand
youaresilentasanorganization. And I hopetheywill havesomething to sayabout that,
because this is thecourt of theUnitedNationsthatruledthat therewasa genocidein
Bosnia andthattheinstitutionsof theentity of RepublikaSrpskawithin Bosnia-
Herzegovinacommittedthis genocide.

So thatis thequestion – whetherwe ignoreit – andthis is thefi rst judgmentof
thatcourtin history. This is thefirst time. And it’s very important, not only for Bosnia,
not only in Bosnia,but for thewholeworld. Thequestion is, can youkill peopleandget
awaywith it or not? You justlet sometimepassandforgetaboutit. Canweafford that?
Thatis thequestionnot only for me,of course,and I cannotsayanythingbut I do not
believethattheInternationalCourtof Justicejudgment can beignored. Thatwould
presentavery,verybadmessagefor the future. And thatwill presentaproblem in
Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Andwith this, I will finish now. If thatis thecase,if thejudgmenthas nobearing
on theinternalsituationin Bosnia-Herzegovina,that would lead to frustration in Bosnia,
especiallythevictimsof genocide– their families. And theyare mostly – not
exclusively, but mostly– Bosniacsor Moslems. TheMuslim population in Bosnia-
Herzegovina– it’s about50percentof thepopulation – hasprovedto bea constructive
andcivilized element in Bosnia-Herzegovina. They weretested during thewar. They
never returnedthesame.Theydid not createconcentration camps.Theydid not commit
genocide– theycould. So theydeserveto betreatedasconstructive citizensof Europe.

But if this judgmentis ignored,this is going to haveconsequences,becausethis is
amessage. If themessageis ignored,thenthemessageis, youdon’t havetheright to the
judgmenteven– not only thatyoudon’t have theright to live; but youdon’t have the
right to judgment. Wehadto do this,but it doesn’t meananything. That is themessage,
and themessageis important,because theseconstructive, civilizedpeoplecanturn the
otherwayandsay,okay,sowearenot welcome. Anyonecancomeandkil l usat any
time that theywant. And youknowwhat,this createsa fertile groundfor extremism.
Andwearedoing this while weareall saying that thereshould beadialogue;weshould
fight againstextremismglobally. Sothereis a contradiction there.

I will endwith this,andI will thankyouagainfor coming– this big number.
Thank theorganization hereto haveme,andof course,for Janusz.

(Applause.)

JANUSZ BUGAJSKI: Thankyouverymuch,Haris. Wehaveabout25minutes,
because thepresidenthasavery importantappointment,hasto leaveat 12:00. So please
keepyourcommentsor questionsverybrief andto thepoint. State yournameand
affi liation. I’l l starton theleft with Ed,our local provocateur, please.

Q: Not this morning. Thankyou,Janusz.Goodmorning,PresidentSilajdžić. I
appreciateit.



MR. BUGAJSKI: Do introduceyourself.

Q: EdwardJoseph,JohnsHopkins, SAIS. And PresidentSilajdžić, I appreciate
verymuchyour remarksandagree,thesystemis blocked;desperatelyneedsinternal
reform. And yet, thereis no internationalcommunity wil l, asyousocorrectly stated.
Andaswe all know, insteadof thatwill, thereis thefallbackor default strategy is EU
accession. You only mentionedthatin passingin thecontext of police reform. But I
reallyhaveto askyou, Mr. President,is that correct, first of all? Is that strategyof
depending onEU accessionprocessto resolve theseancillary problems thatyousketched
out soeloquently, andthe legacyof theconflict that yousketchedout? Or is it perhaps
not quiteasimportantin theoverarching immediatepriority for thepeoplewhoelected
you,assomanydiplomatsbelieve?

Thank youverymuch.

PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: CanI answer this questionimmediately?Yeah,okay.
Theyrequire reformsbeforetheaccession,sowe haveto do things,right? And I must
tell you thattheAmericangovernment– this administration – with which I have
problems sometimes,to tell you thetruth– theyarehelpingusandhavepatienceand
endurance,like yesterdayandtoday,which I donot seefrom thepartof theEuropean
governments – theyjust requestthings. SoI would like this processto bemoredynamic,
morevital, but thesituationis, theyask for somethingwe cannotdonowsotheprocessis
blocked.

I do not know whatwe cando there. I, for one,cannotaccept theexistenceof the
RepublikaSrpskapolice– excuseme– knowingthat thatnameis therein theverdict
saying thatit hascommittedgenocide.I’m sorrybut it’s like Holocaustvictims being
controlledby Gestapo. That’swhatit is to Srebrenicasurvivors. There, theinternational
communitycouldhavesaid,well, therearesome limits here. Wewantcooperation; we
wantdialogueandeverything. But somelimits mustexist. And thelimit is youcannot
havethegenocidalnametherein thenewagreement, period. But I amnot saying that.
Theysay,okay,if you canagreeuponsomething– that’s where theshortcomingis,
especiallyfrom theEuropeanside. Thankyou.

Q: Goodmorning, Mr. President.RobertBeecroft, headof theOSCEmissionin
Bosnia-Herzegovinafrom ’02 to ’05, and10 years ago workedwith youas special envoy
for thefederation. Sir, I’d like to changethefocusslightly and askaboutthefederation.
We’vebeentalkingaboutRepublikaSrpskaunderstandably. But I wouldarguethatboth
sidesarebroken. And thefederationis certainly not functioningwell, either
economically or politically. Whatis, in yourview, thepossibleor potential viability of
thefederationoverthelongerterm? I assumethat if you’re talking abouta singleunitary
state, the federation alsowouldgoaway. But couldonelookat it theoppositeway in
termsof apotentialthird entity,which is something thattheCroatpeoplehavebeen
pushingfor, for a long time,or would that justcomplicatematters further?



PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: I think it wouldcomplicatematters,andfrankly, I
refuseto eventalk aboutthis, because this meansfederalization of Bosnia. The
federalizationmeansthatfederalunitshavetheright of secessionandsoon. Weall
know that. Sothatis not thesolution. And thefederation asis today is not asolution. It
has10cantons.Everysinglecantonhasparliamentandgovernment. It eats money
neededfor somethingelse.

Theeconomic situation,theinvestmentsarecoming,but blockedby thesystem–
and youknow that– by thesystem.Thereis not a singleeconomic spacethere. The
lawsarenot harmonized,althoughwehaveforeign investment flow, which is liberal and
okay. But whenit comesto theground,it’s verydiffi cult; it’s complicated; it’s very
bureaucratic,becausewe donot haveoneeconomic space there. And how can we
competewith thesurroundings,with other countries aroundwhere thingsaremucheasier
for theinvestors? SoI haveto – andI called theinvestorsto cometo Bosnia– I haveto
tell them,pleasebeprepared.You will beokay,but for thefirst coupleof years,this is
whatit is, starting from theregistration. It’s theresidueof theold andtheconfusionof
thenew.

But youareright. You areright. Thequestionsis, asI said, if I could, I would do
awaytomorrowwith theentitiesandthecantons,if I had my way. If I could my way, I
wouldhavethestate governmentandthelocal governmentand theeconomic regionsin
themiddle. But I can’t haveit.

Q: Rich Kauzlerich, formerU.S.Ambassadorin Sarajevo. Mr. President, you
spoke in verygeneraltermsabouttakingthedecisionof thecourtand implementing it. I
wonderif youcould bespecificaboutwhat youwouldseeashowthatwould accomplish
your goal, creating ademocraticmulti-ethnic BosniaandHerzegovinathatlooksaheadto
thefuture,becauseobviously, thecourthas statedwhatit hasstated. Weknowthe
historyasyouhavelaid it out. But it wouldappearthatnow is thetime to take this and
start building for a futurethatputsBosnia squarely in theEuropeanexperience.

PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: Well, I believethatmy conceptwoulddo just that,
theconcept of theBosnia-Herzegovinaof citizens,not ethnicgroups. Furthermore, I
don’t think it’s astatementby its ruling of theInternational Courtof Justice. It’s a
judgment. It’s not just a statement.I canissueastatement. You can issueastatement.
This organization canissueastatement.But thatis thejudgmentof theInternational
Court of Justice. I amnot a lawyer. I cannottell you,but somethingmustbedone.There
mustbeanimplementationof thatjudgment. Otherwise,it’s justastatement.

Whatdoesit mean for our internalsituation? It meansthat we canusethat
judgmentto dowhatbothof uswantfor Bosnia. And thatis to getrid of this ethnic
division there,becausetheethnicdivision is adirect resultof thegenocide. Thequestion
is nowwhether theinternationalcommunity has strengthto say,well, youcannot kill thy
neighborandgetawaywith it. Somethingmustbedoneor nothing. I donot know–
(inaudible)– of theUnitedNations. This is their reportand BosniaandHerzegovinais
memberof theUnitedNations. Let themtell uswhatto do. Therearedraft articlesof



theInternationalLaw Commissionsaying thatall countries areobligedto work to erase
theresultsof genocide.This countryis obliged, my country too,all countries.

But what actually struckmeasoddis thedeafeningsilenceon thefi rst ruling of
genocidein history. As weknow, Nürnberghappenedbeforethecourt. But thenwehad
thecourt. And thecourtrules,andit’s like nothing. That is whatperplexes me. Where
do wewantto go? Do wehaveimportantnations? Do wehaveunimportant nations?
Importantpeople,unimportantpeoplein this global situation? Weareall in oneboat.
And if it is rockedby genocide,we aregoing to haveproblems. That is why genocides
mustbepunished. I amnot asking for peopleto bekil ledbecauseof that, but I amasking
theinternational communityto reconsiderthesituation in Bosniabroughtaboutby
genocide.How aboutthat? Thatis whatweareasking.

Our legalproblemis we haveto showourown country, becausethosewho
committedthegenocideareBosniancitizens. Unfortunately, thatwasalsoapolitical
decision by thecourtto absolveSerbia.Weall knowwhathappened.We all know that.
But theyabsolved Serbia. Theysaidthey areonly guilty for non-prevention, which is a
mistakein my opinion,but still I haveto respect theInternational Courtof Justice,
because this is thehighestauthority thatwehave in this world.

Q: JohnBosnic(sp)from theSerbianUnity Congress.I am afraid I haveto agree
with thepresidentonsomeof thekeypoints thathehasraised here,especially on the
point of genocide. I amnamedJohnaftermy grandfather’sbrotherJovanwhodiedat
Jasenovac.Jasenovacis agenocidethat predates thekill ing of anestimated8,000 menin
theBattle of Srebrenica.Theestimatednumberof peoplekil ledat Jasenovacby Croatian
Fascists with theassistanceof BosnianMuslim Fascistsin World War II is 800,000
people.

Now, very little hasbeendoneby your government, Mr. President,or by any
otherinstitutionsin Bosnia,to makeevenanapologyfor theslaughterof 100timesmore
peoplethanwereruledto havebeenslaughteredby this InternationalCourtof Justice
decision. Whatwe’resufferinghereis selective amnesiaand–

MR. BUGAJSKI: Excuseme,couldyoukeepit brief. (Crosstalk.)

Q: Okay,andI’ll try not to becut off. Mr. President,couldwenot startthis
problem – start theresolutionat its roots? Theroot of this recentconflict was the
memory– at leaston theSerbianside– was thememory of thegenocidecommitted
againstthemby theBosnianMoslemsand theCroats. Could your governmentdo
somethingto mitigateor somehowcompensatefor theresults of a genocide100times
worse– morenumerouslet’s call it – thantheonethatwassufferedat Srebrenica?And
specifically, whatareyougoingto do to reversetheeffect of Jasenovacand to bring to
justicethosepeoplein Bosniawhoarestill li ving andwerecomplicit in thegenocidethat
ledto all of this fightingandall of this killi ng?



PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: Mr. Bosnic,youwill haveto getsomeinformation
moreon Jasenovacotherthanpropagandamaterial that youhave. If youdo that,youwill
certainlythenknowhow manyMoslemsdiedin Jasenovac. You obviouslydon’t know
that. I don’t blameyou,so pleasedo inform yourself on thefacts of life there. It’s not a
small number,by theway. Whatdowedo, if you,asaninformedintellectual saysthat
thecauseof it is thememoryof Jasenovac? Do you absolve theregimein Belgradeand
Milosevic by that or do you justify thegenocidebecauseof somememory there? It’s not
thememory;it is morethan140-yearold planof Greater Serbia,which lies in therootsof
theproblem– GreaterSerbia,startingfrom theRussiansandsoon, to theacademy– the
SerbAcademy– andwe know– andI’m sureyou knowaboutall that – thecreators of
Milosevic,if heneededa creator.So donot tell methatthecauseof it is a memory. No,
it’s aprojectin cold blood. You knowthat; I know that. Coldblood– I am talking about
theproject of Milosevic, theprojectthatis olderthanJasenovac, a lot older. And donot
tell methatbecauseof Jasenovac,Musilim population in theDrinaValley was killed;
DrajaMihailovic’s ordersayingthatall of them should beeliminated, regardlessof age
andsex – beforeJasenovac,regardlessof ageand sex. And that is awrittenorder, keptin
onearchiveof theUnitedStatesof America,andI think it’s in LosAngeles. But this is
all verywell knownto you. Sotheroot is notJasenovac; theroot is theproject– andthe
root is primitivism andfascism.And howdowe getrid of it?

That’s why I wastalkingabouttheeducation– theeducation– not ethnic
educationbut anormaleducationof peoplewho getinformation. People,again,cango
in oneschool. In Bosnia,unfortunately, I musttell you thatwehavetoday schools,
ethnicschools.Childrendonot go to thesameschool. How aboutthat? I mean, this is –
and this is all underthewatchfuleyeof theinternational community. And I think thereis
theroot of theproblem.

Q: (Off mike)– is perfectlypeaceful.

MR. BUGAJSKI: Okay,nomorespeeches,please,becausewehaveanumberof
peoplehere–

PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: It is yes,but in Canadatheydid not havethe
genocide.

Q: Of coursetheydid.

PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: We– no,wehadthegenocide10 yearsago,andif
yousend people,youngpeople,to different schoolswith all thosefreshwounds,what
would theyteachthem?

MR. BUGAJSKI: Okay,please.

Q: JanetMcElliott, McElliott Associates.I servedas aspokesman for the
Sudanesepeacetalks,andin Washingtonespecially, thereseems to bea great focuson
Darfurasgenocide. But if you go thereyouseeit’s really probably theworld’s first war



overwaterandresources,andis not agenocide. Do you think thatif youcouldmarshal
someof theDarfur genocidepeopleto yoursidethat you could achievesomeof thegoals
thatyouweretalking aboutachieving?Becausetheyseemto bevery active in the
Holocaust Museumandthegenocidestuff, and they’retrying to preventsomething. But
could youmarshalgroupslike thatto actually work proactively for you?

PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: MaybeI’ll takea few questionssothereis enough
time–

(Crosstalk.)

Q: Mr. President,it’s goodto seeyouagain. JonathanLandey,nowwith
McClatchyNewspapersbut spent many yearscovering thecrisis in Bosnia.

I’m wondering if you could elaborateonwhat yourperceptionof Mr. Dodik’s
positionis in termsof hismotivation. Is henot reflecting thewishes of his votersin
takingthepositionsthatheis? And secondly,I’m wondering if youcould talk aboutthe
impactthatthepolitical situationin Serbiais still having onRepublikaSrpskaandwhat
you think might happenshouldthe radical partyin Serbiaactually come to power.

MR. BUGAJSKI: Good,thankyou. Onemore.

Q: Yes, thankyou. Mr. President,youwererecently with your fellow presidents
–

MR. BUGAJSKI: Pleaseintroduceyourself.

Q: I’m Nathan Bein, Departmentof Defense. You wererecently in Iraq with
your fellow presidents to meetandseeyour troopsthere, whohaveperformed verywell
andhaveshownwhatBosnianscando to work together for acommon goal. SoI
wonderedwhatlessonsdid you learnwhenyousawthosetroopsoverthere. What did
youbringbackhomefrom thattrip?

PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: Okay,well, thank you verymuchfor thesuggestion
on Darfur. Of coursewe needall thehelpwecanget,althoughthesituationsarevery
different. Bosnia-Herzegovina,by theway, is therichestcountrywith water in Europe.
Wehave riversandthehydropower.Wearegoing to build plantsandsoon. But thank
you for your suggestionanyway.

Now, thesituation in Serbiaof courseinfluencesthesituation in Bosnia-
Herzegovina,andnowwedon’t havetime,andfrankly I would like not to go into the
questionof Kosovoandall that,but theexistenceof theradical party, peoplewho donot
recognizeborders,whostill talk aboutCroatia andBosniaandsoon like it’ s their turf
andsoon. Theexistenceof thatpartyis asource of concern becausethat’sthesingle-
biggestpartyin Serbia. And whenI listento them, youknow, it’s like, youknow, I
think, whenarewe goingto getrid of this in this region– peoplelike Nikolic, for



example,and– (unintelligible). That is frighteningsometimesthattheydo not move
with history. It’s alwaysgreaterSerbia;it’s always bordersthat they have in mind andso
on. Well, that’sall I cansay. It’s avery longstory.

GenerallyI think thattheinternationalcommunity shoulddomoreto encourage
democracy,realdemocracythere,not to besolenientsometimeswhen– like whenthey
ask for – whenNATO andtheEuropeanUnionaskfor Mladic and Karadzic. Now
Karadzicis forgottenandI did not hear– I don’t know, likehedied,but hedid not die.
Peoplearenot talkingabout Karadzic. Mladic, that was– thedemandby theEuropean
Union, theydroppedit; by NATO, theydropped it. I don’t think thoseradicals
understandthis – youknow,this soft approach. I don’t think they understand.Sothat’s
my greatconcern,theseradicalforces.

Well, I haveaquestionto answerhereabout that. Yes,wewentto Iraq and
BaghdadandDiwaniya(ph)by helicoptersandwesawour troopstherein thecamp. By
doingaverygoodjob theyhavedefused,sofar, 45,000explosivedevices. It’s not a big
unit, but they’ll saythey’redoingavery goodjob. Generally thesituation thereis not
onethatI would like to seein Bosnia. It’s sad;even while wewerein thegreenzoneyou
couldhearexplosions, andit remindedmeof thetimes whenSarajevolivedthelongest
siegein history. Sarajevo enduredthelongestsiegein history, andif thecourt–
InternationalCourt of Justicewasreally theInternationalCourtof Justice,they would
havepronouncedthatgenocide.Therewehave1,400children killed,andthat is the
longestsiegein historyof amajortown.

Well, let’s hope,let’sbeoptimistic, but it’s still very, very difficult there. You
cansmellthewar there.

MR. BUGAJSKI: Okay,lasttwo verybrief questions.Thepersonin theback.

Q: My nameis Brian BearyandI reportfor Europoliti cs. You weresaying that
theEU – slightly critical of is shortcomingsandsaying thattheinternational community
should bemoreinvolved. Whatspecificallywould you like theEU to do in termsof their
strategy?Forexampleonpolicereformandconstitution reform,do you think that they
could takeamorehands-onapproachin mediating theissue? Or what is it youwould
like to see?

MR. BUGAJSKI: Generally, abandonthephilosophyof theleastlineof
resistancethathasbeenfollowedeversince1992– theleast line of resistanceand
containment, andbemoreaggressivein requesting reformsin Bosnia-Herzegovina,and
isolating thosewhoareagainst those reformsbecausethepriceis paid by all citizensof
Bosnia-Herzegovina.

Well, youknow, therearegoodthingsthey do,but I believethatBosnia-
Herzegovinais not just acaselike Czechoslovakia or Hungary– Czech Republic or
Hungaryor Bulgaria,andthatis it meritsspecial attention there, becausetherearegood
things in Bosniagoingon. It’s not abadeconomy, actually. Oureconomy is betterthan



theeconomyof somecountries, members of theEuropean Union, right now– high
standards. But thething is thatwehaveapolitical legacy. Theretheyshouldbemore
determinedto reallysolve theseproblems.And I think sometimesthey do it but thenit’s
not veryconsistent. And isolatethosewhodonot wantthereforms. If it is Haris
Silajdžić, thendosomethingwith him, youknow.

MR. BUGAJSKI: Thelastquestion to Dr. Silajdžić.

Q: I’m enoughold to remembermanythings,but I would like to start with this:
Bosnia andHerzegovina wasnot conqueredby army of Serbia in 1918,but parliamentof
Bosnia inviteSerbianarmyto come,andwedecideto bepartof Yugoslavia. It’ s
important.Second,wearedealing with two problems. Oneis dissolutionof Yugoslavia;
anotheroneis changingeconomicsystemfrom socialist, communistto freeeconomy,
and it is thereasonwhy wehavemoreproblem.

Third thing: At 16 yearsold, I wasin Ustashajail. Ustashar didn’t justput in jail
Serbs,but put anyonewhodidn’t like them. In Jasenovac waskill edmy uncle. Wehave
thebookwith thenames– hundredandthousand namesof Muslims whowerekilled in
Jasenovac,andit is importantto remember. Besides,if you look commandof Jasenovac
andDadik (ph),concentrationcampof Ustasha,youwill not find any Muslim’s name in
thatposition. Thankyou.

PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: Thankyou.

MR. BUGAJSKI: Okay,thankyouvery much. I’d like thank thepresident. He’s
obviouslystartedaninitiative, avery important debateonhowto makeBosnia into a
truly functionalstatethatcanintegrateinto EuropeanUnionandNATO. And wewill be
watchingandhelpingwherewecan. Thankyouvery much.

PRESIDENTSILA JDŽIĆ: Thankyouall.

(END)


