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Abstract

Although much attention and scholarship have hissoted to the 1992-1995 Bosnian
War, very little work has been done on one of tbg figures of that conflict, Alija Izetbegavi
No biography exists of Izetbegévin English, nor is there even a serious journttlarwhich
thoughtfully analyzes lzetbeg@é statesmanship during the war. There is a greatl then for
a work which intelligently analyzes Izetbeg@siactions during that turbulent time, something |
have attempted to do in this thesis. | argueAltigt Izetbegove was a flawed political leader,
who because of reasons of temperament and religiglief was unable to successfully confront
the many challenges that were presented to him.l 8leo argue that Izetbegéwvnust be judged
in light of the remarkably difficult situation heas in, when his choices were often limited and
when he faced circumstances which were often bef@dontrol.
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Introduction
An Elusive Figure

Of all the major actors of the Bosnian conflictjjdlzetbegow was perhaps the one
who was — and remains today - the most enigmaticcanfusing. We basically know who
individuals like Franjo Tdman, Radovan KaradZior Slobodan MiloSediwere — unscrupulous
nationalists whose unpleasant mugs appeared onlessitelevision screens and newspaper front
pages, visual incarnations of those Balkan demdrswere responsible for the particular hell
that Bosnia was during the early 1990s. Izetbégoowever, in spite of his being one of the key
players in the Bosnian drama because of his ropgessdent of Bosnia, is to most people a
totally unknown figure, a mysterfy Show a photograph of Milo3eévio someone, with his sharp
crew cut and squat, rather ugly face, or of Karadiih that wild, crazy mane of hair, and it is
likely that instant recognition will occur, but sh@ne of Izetbegoviwith his sad-faced visage
and that quintessential beret on his head, angalhbre likely to get is a blank expression. Yet
even for those who know of him, it is quite possitilat their opinions will be unformed or
tentative, if for no other reason than because wchris not known about hifn.

Not that there are not quite a few people wbdelievewe have a proper understanding
of Izetbegow, and they have not hesitated over the years inngakeir views known. One
such category of individuals is Izetbegisidefenders, those who see him as having beeeah gr
Bosnian democrat who valiantly defended his peoplesurprisingly, many Bosnian Muslims

fall into this category, those who consider theltdw Muslim Izetbego\d the “father of the

! As the Bosnian Serb columnist Gojko Bembtes, some see Izetbegosis a “Bosnian Ghandi,” others as
“an Islamic fundamentalist;” some say that he i§ivimg legend,” others “a mild form of dictator.He

also writes, “...it seems to me that it is easiecatch an eel with your bare hands at the moutheof t
Neretva...than to deal with the political and intelleal profile of Alija Izetbegoi.” Gojko Beri, Letters

to the Celestial Serbgrans. Saba Risaluddfhondon: Saqi Books, 2002), 258, 266.

% Consider that although there are at least ningrhjthies on MiloSevi not one exists on Izetbegévn
English, and perhaps not even in Bosnian. JasngodiaSoso, “Why Did Yugoslavia Disintegrate?” in
State Collapse in South-Eastern Europe: New Petsmscon Yugoslavia’s Disintegratipad. Leonard J.
Cohen and Jasna Dragovic-Soso (West LafayetteRiikdue University Press, 2008), note 79, 35 ane Gal
Stokes, “From Nation to Minority: Serbs in Croatiad Bosnia at the Outbreak of the Yugoslav Wars,”
Problems of Post-Communis$s2, no. 6 (November/December 2005): note 13, 18.



nation” i.e. an independent Bosnia - an entity Whiefore 1995 had never even existeSiuch
Muslims, a few of whom this historian has met har8t. Louis, tend to be quite sensitive about
his legacy, as though it has been sullied enoughthgrs over the years and they wish for it not
to be sullied furthet. There are also a few Westerners who are admiféris, perhaps the most
prominent of whom is the FrengilosopheBernard-Henry Levy, who as recently as at a 2006
conference declared that I1zetbegowias “a friend” who “embodied... the definition of a
warrior... a man who made war because he was obigydauit without liking it, finding it at the
same time disgusting and necessary.”

On the other extreme there are Izetbege\gritics, who make a number of claims
against the man which run from the sensible toaliger extreme. Unlike fanatics who seek to
do things like rehabilitate figures like Slobodailddevic or deny the crimes of individuals like
General Ratko Mladij they are composed of a vocal minority of schotersvell as much of the
Serbian (although also to an extent the BosnianCandtian) peoples who seek not so much as to
totally ignore the responsibility of Serbs (andttesser extent the Croats) for all the bad things
which happened during the Bosnian conflict as tionpore of the onus olzetbegow for what
happened — a pox on all of their houses sort ofaguh which seeks to revise the oft-accepted
narrative of the Bosnians simply being victims eft8an and Croatian aggression. This sort of
revisionism has taken different forms by differardividuals — | will mention only three here,

scholars whose works have a good deal of substmtehose views are fairly representative of

® There were various independent Bosnian kingdomsglthe Middle Ages, but none of these states were
nations in the contemporary sense. And durindasiefive hundred years, Bosnia has always beeplgim
one component part of greater states or kingdoamsgly the Ottoman Empire, Austria-Hungary, and
Yugoslavia.

* “For most of the Bosniacs, Izetbegis the father of the Bosniac nation. They refehitn in an
affectionate way adeddgrandpa, and for many he remains above criticigknt&é Cuvalo Historical
Dictionary of Bosnia and Herzegovifeanham, Maryland, Toronto, and Plymouth, UK: Toai®crow
Press, Inc., Second Edition, 2007), 119.

® “Salmagundi Conference: War, Evil, the End of Bligt and America Now,Salmagundinos. 158-159
(Spring-Summer 2008), 143. Levy also at sometmEscribed Izetbegovas a Bosnian Charles de
Gaulle (i.e. the de Gaulle who led the French Rasce during World War 1), something Begays is
“panegyric nonsense from a philosopher who had Igiffgdlen in love with Bosnia’ and made friends
with Izetbegow.” Gojko Beri, Letters to the Celestial Serli261.



some of the common indictments made of Izetb&gand his statesmanship. There is Bat
Ye'or, a Jewish/Egyptian expert in the phenomerfodhammitude the name for the inferior
status which non-Muslims have had under Islamie avler the centuries up to the present day -
and who is much sought after in conservative amtarservative political circles for her
crusading efforts against modegimadismaround the world. She sees Izetbeg@ad a
disingenuous Muslim who downplayed the historytbhé& hatreds within Bosnia and who
nonchalantly dismissed what she sees as the v@tyriate fears that Bosnian Christians had of
some kind of reversion to Ottoman rule when hetdaduslim-majority SDA party came to
power in 1990, thus setting the stage for violenitkin the nation. Or there is the political
scientist Alan J. Kuperman at the University of a&Austin, who sees lzetbegbwas an
indecisive and weak-willed ruler who was beholdethe hard line Islamic interests within his
political party, something that had terrible conssures - not the least of which in Kuperman’s
mind was lzetbego¥is dragging Bosnia into a brutal war which his aativas totally

unprepared for and which, even worse, was eminewtiydable. Third, there is the military
scholar John Schindler at the naval academy irsPanith, Rhode Island who, contra-Kuperman,
sees lzetbego¥ias a cunning Machiavellian who used in publiclibisral, European persona as
a kind of ruse to distract from his more honestydifundamentalist vision, which was to create
a radical, Islamic state in Bosnia.

Finally, there is a third group which maintainsiare moderate, in-between view of
Izetbegovt, made up mostly of scholars and some indepentekinng Bosnians who unlike the
first two groups tend to be more detached and tibgemn their evaluations of who Izetbegoévi
was, seeing him neither as harmless or as homlljgnant. Again, | will just mention three
individuals here. First there is the British selvdbabrina Ramet, who uses the metaphor of a
“pepper-pot” to describe the beliefs of Izetbegpwith her portraying him as a political
opportunist who played the good secularist caffumpeans, Americans, and secular Bosnians

on one hand but could also appeal to the radisajdmentalist yearnings of more religious



Bosnian and foreign audiences when needed (althonigke somebody like Schindler she places
in her work almost all the responsibility for thedothat happened during the Bosnian war on the
Serbs’, and to a lesser extent the Croats’, shes)lfieOr there is the view of the thoughtful

British historian of Bosnia, Marko Attila Hoare, w/istresses the impact of the war and the lack
of help from the West as key factors in radicatiziretbegow and in making him take actions
that he might not have undertaken under more pelbcieéumstances. Finally there is the French
scholar of Islam anjihad Giles Kepel, who sees Izetbegowis a kind of Islamic dinosaur who
tried to impose a limited version of an Islamidstan Boshia but was largely unsuccessful,
simply because most Bosnian Muslims were too modadisuch a vision as Izetbegdsiwas
behind the time$.

Different opinions, different conclusions then abthis elusive figure, a jumble of theses
and antitheses that never, to use a crude metegd®n to lead in my opinion to a really
complete Hegelian synthesis. Indeed, in my readfrtge literature about Izetbegéyl was
impressed by how limited much of it seemed, hovied#nt works either failed to take into
account in an eclectic way the interpretationsliabfahe three groups just mentioned, or
appeared to neglect some important aspect of Igethies thought or actions. Many authors, |
felt, overlooked some negative aspects of Izetbégolslamic Declaration an important essay
he wrote in the late 1960s, while a few others @raphasized these negative aspects; some
authors did not give due credence to the limiteddmgitimate concerns the Bosnian Christians
might have had about Izetbegéwivhile a few others blew up these fears out opprtion; a few

authors wrongly in my mind simply saw Izetbedgoas being just as bad as Karadai

®“To this day there is disagreement as to the patfitzetbego\i’s political program; this is, apparently,
no coincidence. His incongruous “pepper pot” ideld appeals to secular values as well as to Islamic
values ostensibly incompatible with those samelae®alues.” Sabrina Raméithe Three Yugoslavias:
State-Building and State-Legitimation, 1918-2@B®omington, IN and Washington D.C.: Indiana
University Press and Woodrow Wilson Center Pre@86), 422-424.

" For an example of Kepel's argument (who uses thek wf Xavier Bougarel’s Ph.D thesis “Islam et
politique en Bosnie-Herzegovine: Le parti de I'Actidemocratique”), see Giles Kepéhad: The Trail of
Political Islam trans. Anthony F. Rober(€ambridge, MA: The Belknap Press of Harvard Ursitgr
Press, 2002), 251-253, 406, note 5.



MiloSevi¢ during the war, while others were not able to gaize that although Izetbegéwuiid

not commit near the crimes that other Yugoslavrégudid, he certainly committed his fair share;
and so on. In the main, then, | saw the basiclpnolin the literature as one of proportion, of not
getting the right equilibrium that carefully cal#ted Izetbegovis guilt and innocence in light of
the terribly difficult situation that he and othevsre facing. Or, to use an anecdote which is
again rather crude, there was once an old womarwelsaold about the lack of virtue of a
certain younger neighbor. The old woman responteis, not true, but it is true enough.” In
thinking about what many of the writers said adaatbegow, | found myself reversing this
formulation and saying to myself, “It is true, biuis not true enough®”

What | hope to do in the next pages then is addregh of what critics, defenders, and
those in-between have said about Izetbegard explain at times why | do not think what they
say is true enough, while at the same time tryanggtognize their often valid points. Although
what follows is a history in the sense that it pdeg a brief narrative of a person’s past life and
some of his actions, it is a fairly limited histangofar as | focus only on those aspects of
Izetbegowt’s career that are controversial or that have eceived the understanding they
deserve. Still, there exists no other study thaow of (in English, anyway) which tries to
comprehensively evaluate Izetbegtwistatesmanship from when he first began hisipalit
career soon after he left prison in 1988 to higyregtion of the Bosnian presidency in 200

in a sense at least | may be breaking new growodgh this endeavor.

8 This anecdote comes from the historian John Lykahe also often feels compelled in his work to use
this reverse formulation. John Lukad$ie Last European War: September 1939-December (&
Haven and London: Yale University Press, 2001), 240

® Well, there isUnholy War: Bosnia, Al-Qa’ida, and the Rise of Gibbihad (St. Paul, MN: Zenith Press,
2007) by John Schindler, a book on the developmEllamic fundamentalism in Bosnia that, whilead n
a study of Izetbego¥is statesmanshiper se sees Izetbego¥ias an integral part of that phenomenon and
devotes a good deal of attention to the careeiaatidns of Izetbego¥i The problem with this work is
that while Schindler makes some original observeti@.g. concerning the Ottoman Empire, which he
quite rightly in my mind sees as a very negativitynas far as Bosnian Christians were concerrtad),
portrayal of Izetbegovilacks perspective and is unduly negative. Izatbgglso features prominently in
Steven Burg’s and Paul Shoud’se War in Bosnia-Herzegovina: Ethnic Conflict dntérnational
Intervention(Armonk, NY: M.E. Sharpe, Inc., 1999), an excelletrk, but one in which the phenomenon
of Izetbegou is really not analyzed in an in-depth way. Theralso a special issue Islamic Studies-



As can be seen from the title “A Leader Despitm$1f?"° | attempt to also explore one
of the most fascinating aspects of the Izetbegplkienomenon, which is how before he decided
to embark on his career as a politician in arou@®Plat about the age of sixty-five he had
literally never exercised any other political offibefore. Unlike an individual like Slobodan
MiloSevi¢, who had spent many years climbing up the greaky g the Serbian Communist
beaucracy, all of Izetbegadvs political experience had been that of the paditidissident - or
more precisely that of the religious dissident +kiray secretly with other devout Muslims like
himself in an effort to promote a more ferventitslhan the Yugoslav Communists were willing
to allow. Writing religious manifestos and tryitggmake connections with foreign countries in
order to spread his religious vision — that wadifesn a nutshell for several decades, about as
far away as can be imagined from the typical prltlife. Izetbegovd was jailed twice for these
religious activities, in 1946 for three years and 983 for just over five years, the second time
being after a celebrated Communist show-trial whéteived much attention throughout Bosnia
and made lzetbegavinto a kind of martyr. When Izetbegéwvas released in 1988, he was able
to ride on that martyr-status and appeal to thosslikhs throughout Bosnia who were looking
for a candidate who would represent them withoot@gpes. Yet the difficulty Izetbega¥faced
at that time was that there was little more todaisdidacybesideshis martyr-status; nothing in
this rather contemplative and shy man'’s life haappred him for the grueling demands of

statesmanship in the heart of the Balkans, espewaen rabid nationalisms were increasingly

Volume 36, Numbers 2 and 3 (Summer/Autumn 1418/19€@voted to Islam in the Balkans, in which
different authors write about separate aspectsaibégow’s career and thought. Finally, there is a Ph.D
thesis by the French scholar Xavier Bougarel “Isktmolitique en Bosnie-Herzegovine: Le parti de
I’Action democratique,” which as can be seen bytithe is a study of the Party of Democratic Actjoine
political party Izetbegovihelped to found. Unfortunately | do not speaknEreand so have been unable
to take advantage of this study.

1 This is the title of an excellent previously unfisited essay by Beriabout Izetbegoyj which we will
come across throughout this thesis and analyzeone atetail in the conclusion.



coming to the fore. In spite of this huge handitaqugh, was the office able to make a leader, a
statesman, out of Izetbegé%i Again, the next few pages attempt to providarswer-!

One important note: | am just starting to learrsfan or Serbo-Croat, so there are many
sources which | was not able to consult which wdwdde provided for me a fuller understanding
of 1zetbegowt and the actions he took. Inevitably then this esaky thesis at some level flawed
or at least (that word again!) limited, and honefityates me to state that there might very well
be arguments here that are at best incompleteveorat simply wrong. Almost all my research
has been based on my perusal of the relevant segowdrks as well as contemporary
newspaper and magazine articles which depictedrigpioevents connected to Izetbedovi
Finally, I should give special mention to one otirathod of inquiry | used for this work, that of
interviewing refugees from the former Yugoslaviaongettled in St. Loui¥ During the early
1990s a trickle of mostly Bosnian Muslim refugetsted to come into St. Louis, a trickle which
soon became a flood, with anywhere from 50,000t0@) Bosnians now being residents in St.
Louis. Although | was not able to interview as m@wosnians as | would have liked (I
interviewed eleven subjects), thus making it imgaedo provide any sort of sample group who
might be considered representative of the genesahian population, | was able to get some

interesting insights from those Bosnians | was &bkalk to. A few of these insights | have

Y There is one more reason why this thesis couloflseme importance. Especially after Septemb&f 11
there has been increased attention devoted tohitr@opnenon of Islamic radicalism and the dangers it
poses. It will perhaps become increasingly tengptinsee Izetbego¥ias simply another Islamic
fundamentalist who, while not at the level of a baden, still represented a similarly malignant
phenomenon. Alongside this a kind of Serbian remism might occur which suggests that the Serbewe
perhaps not so wrong in trying to resist somebddylzetbegou, even though they did it in a
disproportionate manner. It is important thenéaable to see Izetbegdwas he really was, and analyze
carefully his religious beliefs and statesmansbipsto be able to determine how much of a legtéma
threat he really was.

12 All of the subjects | interviewed signed a condenin (#071211C) approved by the Institution Review
Board of the University of Missouri St. Louis. Bhionsent form had a description of the reseaveds|
engaged in (basically, learning about the livefoaher Yugoslav refugees in St. Louis and theinams

of what happened in their homeland), how | would tree information gained from the interviews, and a
description of my subjects’ rights. One of thentiggof my subjects was the right to be anonymousifier
that some — although not all — of my subjects dati exercise. In the cases in which subjects are
anonymous, | simply refer to their ethnicity. hetcase of the other subjects | give their nantsething
that they had given me permission to do when tigmnesl their consent forms, as well as more biogcabh
details about them since again they are willingage their identity be known.

10



included here, insights which I believe help tarfinate and supplement what already exists in

the more scholarly literature on Izetbegovi

Alija 1zetbegovE was born on 8 August 1925 in Bosanski Samaar the
Bosnian/Croatian border in northern, northeast Bosh was certainly an auspicious time in the
history of Bosnia. The Kingdom of Serbs, Croats] §lovenes (later to be called Yugoslavia, or
‘Land of the South Slavs’) had been created jugtisgears before as a multi-national state
which comprised Slovenia, Croatia, Boshia-HercegayvSerbia, Macedonia, and Montenegro,
and these various nations — as well as the diffgreoples within these nations - were just
learning to live together in a common state aftariing been under Austro-Hungarian or Serbian
rule (and more distantly for some of them, Ottomala) just a few years before. It was the
beginning of a stressful process that would nesalty cease to be stressful, with individuals of
one group of nations (or ethnicities) seeminglyaglsvbeing resentful about being — or believing
that they were - under the thumb of other groufisese grievances would always be pervasive
during the troubled history of Yugoslavia, lastimght up to Izetbegovis assumption of the
presidency of Bosnia nearly 60 years later. Atghdicular time of I1zetbego¥/s birth and
childhood it was the Serbs who were ruling the reosl were seen by many as unfairly
dominating the other Yugoslavs from Belgrade, stimgtthat 1zetbegoviwould still remember
many years later, the injustice of it all still piment in his memory’

After living for only two years in Bosanska Sain&etbegow moved with his family to
Sarajevo, where he studied at the lggstinasiunin the city. As an adolescent he showed a
certain intellectual precocity, reading Bergsorgi@per, and Kant, an early indication of his

future proclivity for philosophical and abstracbtight (something that would not always be to

13 1zetbegou recalls in his memoir how between the wars alratisif his teachers were Serbs, and how
the Yugoslav government was trying “to Serbiantze Muslims” in Bosnia. Alija Izetbegayi
Inescapable Questions: Autobiographical Notesns. Saba Rissaluddin and Jasmina Izetbégovi
(Leicester, England: The Islamic Foundation, 20Q3),

11



his benefit). It was also around this time thafdieresurgence, after a certain period of neglect,
of his early childhood Muslim faith, something thaduld never leave him and would always be,
as faith is for any truly devout person, the costmte and foundation of his lité.

Izetbegowt’s youth was interrupted by the Second European Waich after almost a
year and a half finally found its way to Yugoslavialthough Prince Paul of Yugoslavia had
reluctantly submitted to his country becoming a pathe Axis pact on 25 March 1941, he was
overthrown by Serbian army officers in a Britishpparted coup who in turn installed the 17
year-old anti-Nazi King Peter 1f. Thousands of Yugoslavs famously marched dowstiteets
of Belgrade yelling “Bolje rat, nego pat!” or “Bettwar than pact!” Infuriated by Yugoslavia’s
intransigence, Adolf Hitler decided to give thel®eexactly that. On 6 April 19%1Germany
brutally invaded Yugoslavia, conquered her (paatigisted in this process by Croatian and
Serbian soldiers, who often did not cooperate agdine Germans), occupied mainly the Serbian
part of Yugoslavia and in most of the Croatian pdidwed the Croat Ante Pavelio set up his
fascistUstaSegovernment. What followed during the next fourngeia Yugoslavia was awful, a
cruel confirmation of the saying that the Balkaas more history than she truly deserves. In
addition to the cruelty inflicted by tHdstaSeand to a lesser — but still very real — extenthay

Serbian-puppet government of Milan Nednd the governments of other parts of occupied

14 At this time Izetbegovialso joined the Young Muslims. He is fairly disimmious in his description of
this organization in his autobiography, noting diyrthat they wanted to return Islam to the puritgla
simplicity of the past. No mention is made, fastance, of the Young Muslims’ connections to theslif
Brotherhood in Egypt at the time, a pan-Islamicamigation which sought to instaharialaw throughout
the world and which was violently anti-Western. ridoes he mention the Young Muslims radical journal
he helped edit after the warhe Holy Warriorwhich was what caused him to be sent to prisothi@first
time. Alija Izetbegow, Inescapable Question$6-17 and John Schindléinholy Terror 39. Itis
important to mention here Izetbegésgi connection to the Muslim Brotherhood, for mariyh® ideas he
would eventually express in Hslamic Declarationand to an extent also in Helam Between East and
West- the need for a pure society in which there wéllfo alcohol, prostitution, or gambling, the need f
authoritative leadership within an Islamic stakes stress on Islamic internationalism, the impar¢aorf a
strong anti-Zionism, and so fortltan clearly be linked to the basic ideas of thetiBrdood. For a
thoughtful summary of the history of the IslamimBrerhood, see the recent work by Juan Gaigiaging
the Muslim WorldNew York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2009), 51-57 as vesdlKepelJihad 27-30.

!> Sabrina Ramefhe Three Yugoslavia09-110.

16 Exactly fifty-one years later the members of thedpean Community (EC) were guilty, as history
professors are wont to say, of not reading thetbteoks. They decided to choose 6 April 1992 asihte
to recognize an independent Bosnia, adding insutjtiry as far as the Serbs were concerned.

12



Yugoslavia, there were also not one, but severalswccurring simultaneously on Yugoslav soil
at this time, involving mainly the Communist Paatis and the Serbiaietniks who fought both
the Fascists and each other (although at difféneets during the war the Fascisi®gtniks, and
Partisans would also collaborate with one anotidding to the chaos and confusidh).

Although the numbers of casualties were later iefldo 1.7 million by Josip Tito’s
Communist regime in an effort to get more war rapians, the reality was terrible enough —
approximately 1 million were murdered or killed,vafiom about 530,000 were Serbs, 192,000
Croats, 103,000 Muslims, as well as Jews (28,00@ Wiled or murdered in the Pauit
Croatia), Roma, and other ethnic grolp$erhaps even worse, in some ways, than the tyanti
of the murders was the quality — thousands of Sarbply getting their throats slit at the largest
Croatian concentration camp Jasenovac, Yugoslavetalive inside their homes that had been
torched by soldiers (Yugoslav ethnic cleansingraitbegin during the 1991-1995 wars of
Yugoslav succession), babies’ heads being smagjaénsa walls; there was no end to the cruelty.
After the war Tito would ban any sort of discussadrthe murders that went on between different
ethnic groups because of the ghosts which mighinbeashed? but the memories would
certainly burn in the minds of Yugoslavs over tleang of the second half of the twentieth
century, passed along to another generation threndless evening conversations and stories at

home?®

" Sabrina Rameflhe Three Yugoslavia$10-117, 133, 142-160.

®Ibid., 114, 116-117, 119, 161.

19 Adam LeBor MiloSevi:: A Biography(New Haven, CT and London: Yale University Pre€94), 10.

20 As one Serb from Bosnia (how this individual chtsée identified) put it to me, “Those peasantsrir
the villages, they had memories from the Secondléatar — they could not let go of the past.” A Serb
from Bosnia, interview by author, St. Louis, MOJdy 2008. Sead Begia 51 year old Bosnian Muslim
from Bosanska Gradijica, also saw the war as halvatha formative impact on the consciences of
Bosnians. As he described the matter to me, lisrgéion of Bosnian Serbs, Croats, and Muslims were
constantly told stories of the atrocities which le@durred during World War Il. “We [Serbs, Croaad
Muslims] played together on the playground,” Begpid, “but later our parents at home would tell us
‘You can't forget about what happened during the,wa careful — Don’'t marry a Christian girl!’
Although we weren't told this sort of thing evengit, we certainly were told it.” Sead Béginterview
with author, St. Louis, MO, 10 December 2008.

13



As he is about so many events and time periotissitife * Izetbegou is fairly sparse
when recounting what he actually did during wartiBesnia (which was part of the Croatian
UstaSestate at the time), saying basically that he wdisafi-dodger and leaving it at that. The
limited available evidence does suggest that hefaidg quiescent during this time, certainly
showing none of the same opposition against theigtaghat he would later demonstrate against
the Communists. Apparently his only protest agdilséaSerule occurred in 1943, when along
with a few other Muslims (including veiled womeazgtbegowt showed up at the screening of a
film which they believed disrespected Islam anddgesihmetal objects loudly during the showing
of the featuré?

The war in Yugoslavia ended with Tito’'s communisitstop, and very quickly Tito
inflicted revenge o etniks and other enemies, murdering thousandsiptiicess. Although
some promises had been made during the war abowirzsd for political pluralism, once in
power Tito used his power to ban other politicatipa and to clamp down on all potential
dissidents or opponents, especially those who vedigious since they were seen as particularly
threatening (Tito’s disdain towards religion wasnif@sted against Islam, for example, through
the banning of the veil, madrassas, and other Islaostoms and institutions. He also allowed
only one Islamic community to function, the Islareligious Community, which had to openly
pledge support to Tito in order to receive finahbicking)*® Because of his involvement with
the Young Muslims, Izetbegayvnaturally fell into the religious category and veasested in
1946 and sent to prison for three years, a relgtieaient sentence in comparison with some

other Young Muslims who received death sentencasajfew years later. Fortunately

2L For instance, with the exception of mentioningwhiting of his theological works and some othenari
details, there is simply a blank spot from 1966d&whe finished working for an agricultural firm) 1683

(the year of his famous Sarajevo trial), with Iagbvi providing no informatiorwhatsoeveabout what

he was actually doing professionally or otherwiggnyy these years in his memoir.

2|t needs to be said though that for this and fanynother incidents throughout his book, Schindities
often on two Bosnian magazineBani andSlobodna Bosna and fails to identify the authors or the names
of the articles which are the sources of the infoion (although he does list the dates).

% Alma Imanovic, “Wahhabism in Bosnia and Herzegaviimthe Context of Global Political Islam,”
(master’s thesis, Webster University, June 2005}49.
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Izetbegout was able to resume his life fairly easily aftes lélease, going to law school and
graduating, marrying, and starting a fanfily.

During the 1960s and 1970s, in an effort to batmte his non-alignment movement
with Muslim countries and to provide a buffer-pempktween the Serbs and Croats, Tito
reversed his earlier persecution of Muslims anaadd for a more open atmosphere in
Yugoslavia for Islamic development. Mosques warigt and a more open display of Muslim
piety was condone@. Perhaps influenced by this slightly more liberélieu, 1zetbegovi came
out with hislslamic Declaration a manifesto he wrote in 1969 and had publishe®i0, and
which more than anything else in his career haa b@sunderstood by scholars and
commentators. This is rather strange, sincddarationitself is fairly simple and
straightforward, yet for some reason many people leéther read into it things it does not really

say, or have failed to note the things that itijedoes say’ A document of about 80 double-

24 Alija Izetbegovt, Inescapable Questiong1-22, 25.

% lvo Banac, “Bosnian Muslims: From Religious Comiityio Socialist Nationhood and Postcommunist
Statehood, 1918-1992,” ithe Muslims of Bosnia-Herzegovina: Their Historieelopment from the
Middle Ages to the Dissolution of Yugoslawdit. Mark Pinson (Cambridge, MA: Harvard Uniugrs
Press, 1993), 145. As the historian of Bosnia Ntedicolm drolly puts it, “By the mid-1960s there nge
prominent Bosnian Muslim diplomats serving in saléwrab states and Indonesia, including the sam of
former Reis ul-ulema. That these officials werer@uunist Party members who had largely abandoned
their religion seemed not to matter, so long ayg ttadl names such as Mehmed, Ahmed, and Mustafa.”
Noel Malcolm,Bosnia: A Short HistoryNew York: New York University Press, 1996), 197.

% For instance the historian Marko Attila Hoare, vilthoughtfully critical about many aspects of
Izetbegowt's statesmanship, says about Beclaration “This text was subsequently portrayed in Serb and
Croat nationalist propaganda as a fundamentadist, tbut was in reality an expression of Muslim
separatism inspired by a moderate interpretatidelaf.” Marko Attila HoareThe History of Bosnia:
From the Middle Ages to the Present Ofhgndon: Saqi, 2007), 375. Although Hoare is righsay that
the Declarationis not a work of fundamentalism, to suggest thet itmoderate” is misleading. Certainly
the kind of Islamic moderation Izetbegédiemonstrates in his work is more radical than, aayhristian
moderation that a modern Christian would advocétstead, it is more accurate to seelelarationas a
work which contains both liberaind pan-Islamic, authoritarian elements; as Xavierdgoal rightly puts it
while examining the time period during which Izegbei¢ wrote this work: “One might pose the question:
Is A. Izetbegou the Vaclav Havel or the Lenin of Islam?” XavierBmrel, “The Emergence of a Pan-
Islamist Trend in Bosnia-Herzegovina,” trans. AdRashid Islamic Studie86, no. 2, 3 (Summer/Autumn
1418/1997): 546. Indeed, tReeclarationshould be seen as a kind of intellectual work-iogpess in

which Izetbegovi was trying to work out disparate ideas in his mand provide some kind of synthesis
for his devout Islamic beliefs on the one hand meof which could be construed as radical or
fundamentalist — with his genuine admiration fomm&Vvestern, liberal ideas on the other. Certainly
Izetbegowt was not alone during the 1960s in trying to uniders what Islam meant in the modern world
— other figures outside of Yugoslavia like Ruholkdmomeini (whosélowards an Islamic Government
came out the same year as IzetbegeWeclaration) or Sayyid Qutb were also grappling with such
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spaced pages calling for the establishment ofamefd, more humane, and internationalist
Islamic state, Izetbegavdiscusses the need for the Islamic world to e reject both the
extremes of modernitgnd fundamentalism and to embrace a religion whiclh bespects the
ancient traditions of Islam and at the same tinbelligently takes advantage of the modern
sciences and modern thought to improve the lotl ¢élamic peoples. In many ways the
Declarationis an admirable and even liberal document, in iwhietbegow calls for all

Muslims — especially women - to be better educéteccontrasts the illiteracy of the Islamic
world today with the Muslims of f0and 11" century Spain who were all able to read), exhorts
wealthy Islamic nations like Kuwait to be more sogjve of their poorer Muslim brethren,
argues for the need to re-interpret mahgrialaws in light of changed world circumstances,
urges the Islamic peoples to avoid the use of mimdeand force to achieve objectives, and so
forth. Itis hard also not to be impressed byrigjious devotion; sounding much like the
Protestant theologian Karl Barth, for instancetldegovt criticizes how Islam has become for so
many Muslims, both fundamentalists and seculawsis have been too seduced by Western
influences, simply a rigid form of religious obsance rather than a transformative experience
that enables one to be truly good and have lovetfwrs?’ Indeed, to be most charitable, one
could argue that Izetbegéwis proposing here something similar to the apgrdaaeligion that
the late Catholic theologian Richard John Neuhapsw@sed as far as Christianity is concerned in
America, which is that the religion of the majoritya society should strongly inform the culture
and values of that society while at the same tiotarriringing upon the rights of those minorities

who do not subscribe to the majority religion.

matters. See Giles Kepdihad, 239. Finally, one should mention that this psscef trying to reconcile
different ideas — for example liberalism versusdhsire to create or at least maintain certaincisyd an
Islamic society that might also have illiberal etarts — would be an ongoing one for Izetbe§ohasting
up to the day of his resignation as leader of thé $ 2001.

?"|slamic Declaration: a Programme for the Islamizatiof Muslims and the Muslim Peopl&s8,15-16.
http://www.balkanarchive.org.yu/politics/papersdisiic_Declaration_reprint_English.pdf
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The problem is that unlike Neuhaus, who put angtiiafluence on such things as the
Constitution to act as a safeguard for minorithtgg Izetbegovi mentions no mechanism in the
Declarationwhich could act as a check on the potential tyrasfrgn Islamic society. This is
troubling, for although the sort of order that lEegovt envisions would seem to be more benign
than, say, the sort of fearful totalitarianism whexists in states like Saudi Arabia, he is
nonetheless quite clear about wanting to estahlislslamic order which could theoretically be -
but need not be — democrati@nd which contains features which many (includvhgslims)
would find to be quite worrisome, not least becdastbegout often describes such features in
rather vague and equivocal language. He writesxXample, of the legitimacy of private
property, but that it must also be used for thedgofdlslamic society. But one could asiho
decides what kind of private property is good focisty, and what if certain minorities within
Islamic society object to the “correct” view of hgsivate property should be exercis€d?

Defenders of Izetbegavlike Noel Malcolm or the great Croatian scholas Banac
respond to such criticisms by pointing out thath@Declaration I1zetbegow specifically states
that the sort of society he supports should onlgsiablished in places where there already exists
a Muslim majority, which would exclude a countrgdiBosnia (which Izetbegaovidoes not
mention in the text). Yet the demographics of Baswould seem to call Malcolm’s and Banac's
argument into question, for after the 1990 elecktuslims made up 44% of the population
compared to 31% for the Serbs and 17% of Croatsamabsolute majority but pretty close to
it.* Indeed, considering the high birth rate of theshns during the 20century it would be

reasonable to assume that within a generation,iBodnuslimswould have an absolute majority,

2 perhaps the influence of the ideas of the MusliwtiBerhood on Izetbegavtan be seen here in his
somewhat nonchalant attitude towards the need fduslim society to have a democratic government.
The Muslim Brothers had a very non-national idedaglim governance, in which there was really no
need to think about what kind of nation-state sthi@xist (after all, their dream was of some kind of
restored caliphate that would be supranationahe @inks of that moment during the 1920s when
Egyptian nationalists discussed the need for tmintry to have a democratic constitution, whictpired
members of the Brotherhood to respond, “The Kosaour constitution.” Kepellihad 27.

2% pid. 35, 70.

30 Malcolm, 220; Ivo Banac, “Bosnian Muslims,” 1478t4nd Evelyn Farka&ractured States and U.S.
Foreign Policy: Iraq, Ethiopia, and Bosnia in th890s(New York: Palgrace MacMillan, 2003), 74.
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thus creating the conditions for a total Islamicisty in Bosnia. Certainly Izetbeg@uininces no
words on the need to overthrow an existing regirnemthe time is right — as he puts it, just as it
is wrong to overthrow a regime before the Islamasees within that nation are ready for the sort
of society he proposes, it is also wror@ to overthrow a government when the Islamic masses
are ready for a more pure, Islamic society wheskath [becomes] an ordet.” Not unreasonably
then might some Serbian and Croatian (and someitdualidiences worry about what kind of
Bosnia they would experience under an Izetbagmgime?

During the 1970s Izetbega@valternated time it appears between his professsomn
lawyer and continuing his activities as a membehefYoung Muslims, maintaining contacts
with foreigners who were members of the Muslim Beshood®® The Communist secret police
told Izetbegow a few times to cease these activities, but he irmdaindeterred and was not

arrested for them. The Islamic Religious Commuslftpwed its loyalty to the regime by telling

31 One can add to this individual observations Izgtvi# makes which, while not necessarily bad per se
when viewed separately, taken cumulatively aregratforrisome — his admiration in many ways for the
theocratic tendencies of Pakistan, his rather tioatiaffinity for the great expansion of Islam ohg the
early Middle Ages which coexists with his criticihthe same sort of Christian expansionism which
occurred later, his call for the banning of gamipland dance halls (something that would certaioly n
amuse dance-loving Serbs and Croats). Simplyihithough is the animus Izetbegdexpresses toward
Israel (he gives the usual European canard ohdistshing between anti-Zionism and anti-Semitismj a
his call for the restoration of ttmanator the banning of interest, a policy for whichigevilling to drop his
usual pacific stance and reinforce with the usei@énce. Alija I1zetbegov¥i Islamic Declaration 25 28,
37,41, 67-70. Considering all the political p@ithat 1zetbego¥iproposes in hiBeclaration it is rather
odd that senanywriters and scholars argue that this writing is sbow apolitical and just a work of
philosophical speculation. Typical are Laura Silaed Allan Little, who covered the Yugoslav wass a
journalists and wrote one of the prominent bookshendissolution of Yugoslavia, when they argue,it'...
[the Declaratior]i was a work of scholarship, not politics, intendegromote philosophical discourse
among Muslims.” Laura Silber and Allan Litthéugoslavia: Death of a NatiafNew York: Penguin
Books, 1997), 2080n the contrary, Izetbegavhas a very clear and unambiguous political idepiaghe
Declaration one that he makes no bones about wanting to ¢r@aeted when the conditions in a particular
nation are right.

%2 yet John Schindler is way too extreme when heesdhat thelhimmistatus Izetbegosiadvocates in
the Declarationwould be equivalent to southerners in the UnitedeStespousing a return to antebellum
political policies. Although a few of the passage&zetbegow’s work could indeed be construed as
suggesting second-class (or at least somewhat idimeiah) status for non-Muslims, there is no indmati
whatsoever that I1zetbega@vplans on making them slaves or anything closédb tAs worrisome and
offensive as some passages inDeelarationare, it is no (Schindler’s description of how Seshs/ the
work) “... Islamic Mein Kampf’ John SchindlerUnholy Terror, 49.

¥ John Schindletnholy Terror 44.
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different imams to not support Izetbegbuer his ideas? Izetbegové’s luck ran out when in
1983 he was finally arrested along with some o¥arng Muslims by the Communist
government and charged with conspiracy againsYtigoslav staté® At his trial he was able to
do an excellent job portraying himself — and riglstb, one should add — as the victim of an
overzealous Communist system, something that weayddividends for him down the road
when he ran for the presidency of Bosnia. Fotithe being, though, Izetbega@viaced a long
period in confinement, with the judge sentencing to fourteen years in prish.

In 1984, while he was in prison, an English editid his worklslam Between East and
Westcame out. Apparently Izetbegéwhad written much of it after he was released fpsison
for the first time in 1949, but for whatever reasba entire work did not see the light of day until
much later. A more theologically and philosopHigariented work than thBeclaration
Izetbegowt’s purpose irlslamis basically to act as an apologist for the Islafaith and to
demonstrate why he believes it to be true. Becklasmis less strident than th2eclarationand
politics does not play as central a role (althocgttainly Izetbegovi expresses a particular
political vision inlslamas well), it is tempting to see the work as repnésg the real and liberal

Izetbegowt, although it probably makes more sense to justhseévo works as expressing

3 Vjekoslav PericaBalkan Idols: Religion and Nationalism in Yugos@tates(New York: Oxford
University Press, 2002), 77-78.

%t is important to keep the time period in mindemtthinking about why the Communists decided to
arrest Izetbegovwiand bring him to trial. Only four years after theerthrow of the Shah in Iran by radical
shiites the Communists were increasingly fearful thatbegovi and those like him might disrupt
Yugoslavia in a similar manner. Unfortunately fo)e Communist regime, their decision to put on aied
to imprison Izetbegoviand others simply elicited strong criticism froriefhdly non-aligned nations, as
well contributing to Izetbego¥is popularity and increasing Islamic nationalisnthin Yugoslavia. See
Ibid., 82-83. Indeed, the Communists had rather blwattley putting 1zetbego&iand other Young
Muslims on trial, since by doing so they were inipdythat this very small minority of Islamic radisdad
more influence than they really had. As Giles Hgqas it, although the Communists were certainly
correct in seeing similarities between Izetbe§avrid Islamic radicals in countries like Iran, Egygnd
Pakistan (where radicals in these nations wantede@te a more pure, more internationalist-oriented
Islamic community), they were quite wrong in thingithat the conditions existed in Yugoslavia for a
similar community. Unlike in these other nationisene large masses of disaffected Muslims existeal wh
might be attracted to such a vision, such a camsiity just did not exist in Yugoslavia. “There was
devout middle class in the still-socialist Repulfdosnia, nor was there an impoverished urbarthyou
with the potential to unite for change.” Giles Kgdihad, 243-244.

% plija Izetbegové, Inescapable Question81-43.
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different (but equally representative) dimensionagpects of Izetbegavs basic world and
religious view.

A book basically of two parts, in the first pazetbegout discusses all of the contrasts or
dualities which exist in the world — the beauty &mshness of life in the countryside versus the
often banal, anonymous, urban existence of the fatyexample, or more generally the contrasts
between civilization and culture, science andtha,material world and the spiritual world, and
so on. Because of this duality in the world and assult of man’s inability to achieve a
synthesis of different, seemingly irreconcilabléues, Izetbegoviargues that people are at a loss
as to how they can experience happiness or padegives as an example advanced nations like
the U.S. or Sweden which are abundant in mateealti, yet where people are often unhappy or
depressed because they lack the necessary spiiicad for true fulfillment — hence the terrible
problem of alcoholism that the Swedes have, ohtlge crime rates of the Americans. And
although some ideas or systems are able to coreerdlman others in providing a genuine
synthesis for all the dualities in life, none oétim are really able to hit the mark (e.g. Christygni
which Izetbego\i sees as a great and historic force, but alscaalequate because of the
artificial division it draws between the Kingdom®bd and the Kingdom of this world).

Only Islam, Izetbegoviasserts in the second section, enables man toawerthe many
dualities in life and to affirm both his materiadaspiritual natures. For example, Izetbegovi
argues that unlike in Christianity where the saimdl warrior are valued separately, Islam is able
to recognize these two great archetypes in the gensen, thahaheed Another example is the

phenomenon of science; Izetbedgoliarkens back to the Middle Ages and discussesralgion

37 plija ‘Ali 1zetbegovi¢, Islam Between East and Wéstdianapolis, IN: American Trust Publications? 2
edit., 1989), 61-63. As a concrete example ofitttiéicial division that Christianity creates, |begovi

writes about Christianity’s idealization of chagtisomething which he believes holds man to anl ideds

not capable of achieving because of his naturerceleshen man inevitably fails to reach the chadzali

he then degenerates into sexual licentiousnesdbdgowt goes on to argue that Islam, because it honestly
recognizes man sexual nature and allows it to bEdagon through marriage, is able to avoid the
dichotomy between a sexual permissiveness on thdand and an angelic, sexual unworldliness on the
other. See agailbid., 262-265.
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and science were reconciled through the intereaiyrtsglamic thinkers had in contemplating the
heavens, leading them to become some of the grsdieral astronomers. More generally,
Izetbegowt believes, no dualities can exist within Islam baly syntheses, since such notions as
sacred versus profane, secular versus spiritulpdy versus spirit, are all difficulties that
Muslims do not have to deal with. Finally, becalstem is concerned not primarily with the
individual but the community, individuals are neparated from one another in anticipation of
some heavenly kingdom of believers (the Christiaimom) but can actually experience true and
holy justice in this world (the Islamic notion)nsk again the Christian notion of Church versus
State just does not exi&tOr as Izetbegoviwrites, Islam is able to start as “mysticism” sl

as a “state” — again, the religious and seculaotmecone. This Islamic emphasis on synthesis is
an important one to keep in mind, for as we shedliswas an ideal that Izetbegowould try in
some ways to reach (especially during the Bosnian)Vélthough with not much success and not
to everybody’s happiness.

Izetbegow continued to express his political and religiodesais in prose while in prison,
eventually filling 13 notebooks withense®n a wide range of subjects - from the ideas of the
American political scientist James Q. Wilson to ilosophy of Ortega y Gasset - which were
later published allotes from Prisom 2002. Somewhat akin to the Lutheran Dietrich
Bonhoeffer'sLetters and Papers from Prisplzetbegowt deals with the pain of being in prison
by contemplating in true intellectual fashion stitimgs as modern science, art, literature,
philosophy, film, and religion, but most of all thature of Islam in the modern world. He
emerges from this work to this historian as somesine has apparently evolved in some ways
from the earlier militancy he sometimes expresadtiéDeclaration— a sense of liberalism and

a respect for the rights of minorities pervatieses®® Sadly, whether because of the stressful

*bid., 213, 221-222
39 Consider these prototypical lines: “True democriaayot only a government of the majority. Just as
every right is the protection of the weaker, sdamocracy the protection of the minority. Withthe
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circumstances he found himself in or because okdark of political ability, this empathy and
sophistication towards others that Izetbedmiften expressed while in prison would tend, with
some exceptions, to be totally absent when he wtasldy called upon to exercise leadership
over the different Bosnian peoples in the earlyQs99

When Izetbegoviwas given early release in 1988, he realizedXbgbslavia was
approaching a period of transition and about teremnew er&’ Actually, this transition had
already started to occur soon after Tito’'s deatdd day 1980, when previously forbidden
nationalist sentiments began to raise their he&gsbian nationalist propaganda especially
started to come out in a steady stream, the mfashous example of which was the so-called
‘Memorandum’ written by members of the Serbian Asragt of Sciences in 1986 and published
in its entirety for the Yugoslav public in 1989. Iédng essay which catalogued various grievances
of the Serbian peoples, much of the writers’ veneas directed against the 1974 Yugoslav
Constitution Tito created, which provided for theanomy of the people of Voivodina and, more
significantly, the Kosovar Albanians in Serbia. eEgince 1974, the argument of the
‘Memorandum’ went, the Albanians had been reprgssia Serbian people, a tendency that was
most notoriously demonstrated with the violencegptated in 1985 by some Albanians against a
Serbian farmer when they shoved a broken glaskehgithis anu§: The Albanian persecution
was simply part and parcel of the general “genddigi&t occurred against the Serbian people
over the several decades, whether it was in the @r‘economic genocide” imposed by the
other Yugoslav republics on Serbia or of “cultuyahocide” perpetrated by other Yugoslavs

against Serbian arts and letters. There was atheadthe writers argued, to provide for the

latter, the government of the majority would bgranny like any other.”lzetbegow of Bosnia and
Herzegovina: Notes from Prison, 1983-1988estport, CT: Praeger, 2002), 98.

“0 Alija Izetbegové, Inescapable QuestionSs.

*I That was the story anyway, with the writers of tlemorandum’ saying the incident was “reminiscent
of the darkest days of the Turkish practice of ilepeent.” See Trepca.net for a copy of the
‘Memorandum.” Serbian newspapers devoted a waypiblicity to the case and a 485 page book was
even written about it, which sold 50,000 copies. &discussion of all of this see Noel MalcoKasovo:

A Short History(New York: HarperPerennial, 1999), 338-340.
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“integrity” of the Serbian peoples in all of the &aslav republic§’ As Noel Malcolm rightly
says, the ‘Memorandum’ was “a virtual manifestotfor ‘Greater Serbian’ policies pursued by
Belgrade in the 19908*

Some of this Serbian propaganda was also directed specifically against Muslims,
who were portrayed either as fundamentalists what@ghto turn Yugoslavia into an Islamic
state, or as strange, unEuropean creatures. Vkdvri, a Serbian novelist who later became a
significant political figure and opponent of SlolmdMiloSevE, wrote a novel called “Noz” (The
Knife) in 1982 which was set during WWII and alma#itof the Muslim characters in the work
were portrayed as murderers and as descendengsh, 8/ho sold out by embracing Islam; a
political scientist and “specialist” in Islam, Mijob Jevtic, argued that Muslims were subtly
infiltrating Yugoslav life through their high bintate and construction of mosques — a gradual
prelude as he saw it to an Islamic revolution; doRaskow, a leader of Krajina Serbs in
Croatia, espoused bizarre theories about the Mashnguing that the way to understand them
was to focus on their “anal fixation.” Especiadignblematic of this sort of hysteria was a rather
clever caricature drawn (by the Serb Milenko Mibeit) during the 1980s for the Serbian
journalLiterary Gazetteshowing a Serbian baby being circumcised by amirand blessed by a
Catholic bishop at the same time. Members ofditbodox Church also often got into the act,
talking about the need for a greater Serbia togotahe Serbs from Islam, how Islamic

tendencies were diseases infecting Serb$; eYet what is striking about much of this rhetdsc

“2 Bizarrely, the authors also wrote “that the Satlpaople do not have their own state, as do albther
nations,” an interesting statement to say the lgiast the largest republic in Yugoslavia at thestivas
Serbia.

3 Noel Malcolm,Kosovg 340-341. Or to connect the ‘Memorandum’ to thstpanother scholar believes
that it was rooted in the ideas of thé"x@ntury Serbian thinker llija Garasanin, who fagtocated the
idea of a greater Serbian state made up of atb#ibian peoples, although it must be said that<aaia
also believed that the minorities within such desthould be treated with dignity. Smail CeKibge
Aggression Against the Republic of Bosnia and Hgvima: Planning, Preparation, Executiptmans.
Branka Ramadanovic (Sarajevo: Institute for theeResh of Crimes Against Humanity and International
Law, KULT/B, The Fund of the Sarajevo Canton footection and Conservation Cemeteries of Fallen
Soldiers, 2005), 200-201.

“4Norman CigarGenocide in Bosnia, The Policy of “Ethnic Cleangir(@ollege Station, TX: Texas
A&M University Press, 1995), 25, 27-28, 30-31 aad Banac, “The Fearful Asymmetry of War: The
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first, how much of it actually came from outsideBafsnia’®> and second, how abstract and
intellectual it all was. How much of this realiftéred down to, say, the Bosnian Serb peasant
who worked next door to the Muslim farmer every dag said hello, or to the city worker who
saw the pretty Muslim girls in their tight shirtscamini-skirts?

To a lesser but still very real extent, Muslimioaalists started to become more vocal as
well. In spite of the increased privileges Titallgaven to Muslims, they still tended in many
ways to be reticent as far as any expressiondafceor religious identity was concerned. By the
late 1980s Yugoslavia’'s secularization had hauhifsact and Bosnian Muslims were
overwhelmingly seculaf, and those who remained religious either througtviation or through
a simple respect for tradition, tended to be qgpiteate and quiet about whatever religious views
they held. Indeed, the scholar of Yugoslavia, BadrRamet, argues that it was really the
Catholics and Orthodox who were able to be opentabeir beliefs during the Tito years -
Christians had been able to celebrate Christmds gpenly, something Muslims had not been
able to do with their own religious celebrationsd dhe Muslim magazin@reporoddid not write
about public issues in the way an Orthodox magd#ed’ravoslavjedid, which often took an
anti-Kosovo and nationalist stance. Also, sincer® had a tougher police apparatus, it had

been more likely to clamp down on Muslims than Zégon Catholics or Belgrade on

Causes and Consequences of Yugoslavia’s Demis8;1@8. It should be observed though that Raskovic
applied this psychobabble to other ethnic groupselk saying that Croats suffered from a “castrati
complex” that always made them feel inferior anel $erbs had an “oedipal complex” which made them
always want to commit tyranicide. Indeed, Raskavis a curious bird, embodying all sorts of
contradictions towards the Croats that undoubtedige him emblematic of many other Serbs, Croats, an
Muslims who were divided in their visions of otlethnic groups — including their own. Thus he was a
Serbian nationalist who at the same time wantedtaisdchildren to be Croats “so they won't have the
complexes I've got,” an opponent of anything thegked of the Ustase within the HDZ but also a
sympathizer of Tdman as well as of the need for a Croatian statecidal annerCroatia: A Nation

Forged in War(New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 1997), 224.

*5 Interestingly Vuk Draskovi who became a prominent Serbian politician dutireg1990s, was like

many Serbian nationalists actually from Bosniafelitcompelled to go to Belgrade because what te sa
as the better atmosphere there. Marko Attila HoEne, History of Bosnia338-339.

“® Noel Malcolm notes a 1985 study done on Bosniaslivhs which revealed that only 17% of them were
religious. Noel MalcolmBosnia,222.

24



Orthodox?’" There were certainly Muslims who were resentfithis treatment, and with the end
of Communist rule they began to be more asserflfeis on TV in 1990 viewers could watch
Muslim rallies where there were green banners Aittbic inscriptions and women wearing
traditional Islamic clothing, dPreporodprinted a nationalist article which quoted the eltst
Mehmed Selimow, “Bosnians belong to no one. Settled in the n@difla crossroad, we were
always being given to someone as a dowffy¥Many Muslims were determined that they would
no longer be seen as Bosnian Christians’ déWayd they would soon find a strong defender of

this position in Izetbego¢i*®

" Sabrina Petra Ramd®plitics, Culture, and Religion in Yugosla\igoulder, CO and Oxford: Westview
Press, 1992). 169.

8 Vjekoslav PericaBalkan Idols: Religion and Nationalism in YugostateSNew York: Oxford
University Press, 2002), 86.

*9 This desire on the part of Bosnian Muslims to leerassertive about their identity was brought htone
me near the end of an interview with Amir Karada forty-something Bosnian Muslim (although he
considers himself to be simply a Bosnian) who waadministrator at a clothing company in Prijedor.
Earlier in the interview he had discussed how keefbe war 70% or so of those who had occupied key
positions in Prijedor were Serbs even though thexg actually a larger Muslim population, sometHimaf
he had thought about but he and other Muslims leadndiscussed or complained about it publicly.
Perhaps thinking about this or something similgriavhen we were about to part, Kara&diiddenly
become somewhat agitated and in a sarcastic ttkegltabout how Muslims “have always had to be quiet
to be mild.” One can reasonably guess that mamgrdosnian Muslims felt this way as well, and vebul
naturally gravitate to a Muslim leader who wouldgdeen as doing more to affirm Muslims’ place in
Bosnia. Amir Karad#j, interview with author, St. Louis, MO, 27 June 800

*%|n a related vein Giles Kepel argues that BosMaislims were drawn to Izetbegévand his SDA

during this time of transition mainly because tlglatheir strong emphasis on Muslim identity theyeve
seen as best providing protection against the gatémperialist designs of Croatia and Serbiaonically,
through their espousal of Croatian and Serbiaronalism, leaders like Slobodan MiloSé&@nd Franjo
Tudman made lzetbega¥s SDA more popular than it would have been underenmormal circumstances,
since during a more peaceful period many more ae@dsnian Muslims would have been turned off by
the party’s strong religiosity and would have likebted for more moderate political candidatese&il
Kepel,Jihad,244.

25



Chapter Two
The Choice Between Conflict or Accommodatiot

Although it may very well be apocryphal, this reiar often attributed to Otto von
Bismarck: “God has a special place in his heartfaldren, drunks, and the United States.”
Concerning the last part of the anecdote, thi®hat has always interpreted it as suggesting that
God has been especially beneficent during the twhasmoil and transition in the U.S., granting
the nation intelligent leaders to guide her peegten the going gets tough. Hence Lincoln
during the period of the Civil War, or FDR durirtgetDepression. In a diametrically opposed
manner, Providence has perhaps been rather lac&kmgerning the history of Yugoslavia, a
nation that has not necessarily been short ofipalitalent but has often lacked leaders who were
suitable to the particular moment the Yugoslavsevier There was probably not a period in
which this was more true than during the late 198@early 1990s, a period of transition and
great uncertainty in Yugoslavia when leaders vatit,tprudence, respect for history, and certain
magnanimity were greatly needed - especially canigrthe problem of nationalism - but sadly
were never able to rise to the occasfon.

To be sure, the situation at this time was a reataykdifficult one, in which the
temptations for leaders to use nationalism to pucgrtain purposes were immense, and the
opportunities for statesmen to maintain moderatavsiwhich took into account the interests of
the different Yugoslav republics or ethnicitiegher than the ones they represented - were often
extremely limited. This should hardly be seenwaprsing, since in many ways the Yugoslav
state was on its last legs at this time, havinfesedl since its inception in 1918 from a lack of

legitimacy, as the scholar Sabrina Ramet arguelsethér it was during the years between the

*1 The title of this chapter comes from the same tifla section in Steven L. Burg’s and Paul S. $lwou
The War in Bosnia-Herzegovina: Ethnic Conflict dntérnational InterventiorfNew York and London:
M.E. Sharpe, 1999), 56.

2 There was perhaps at least one such leader,dbeafeprime minister of Yugoslavia Ante Markéyi
who was able to do such a great job against thibleinflation Yugoslavia experienced during tlgel
1980s. But because Miloséwand not he had control over the federal army gthes little he could do
about Yugoslavia’s slide into destruction.
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two world wars, when the Katardevi¢ dynasty was seen by almost all ethnic groups &sriyn
favoring Serbs, or decades later during the sedé&lbolden Age” of the Communist period,
when something as seemingly mundane as reconsgube “Brotherhood and Unity” highway
across Yugoslavia beginning in 1975 was the soofrggcredible friction between the different
republics concerning how public monies should yaie used> many of the different Yugoslav
nations and ethnicities had never really felt thatr aspirations and interests were being
represented in a fair and democratic way by them@unist leaders. Even under such a wily
leader as Josip Tito (who knew how to both suppsesisallow certain freedoms) and during
relatively good economic times as during the |&@0ds, the Yugoslav political “equilibrium was
unstable” because of such things as the approaelkmgomic collapse (mainly as a result of the
foreign debt Yugoslavia was accruing), the subtitituof pseudo-democratic rule (e.g. allowing
the Yugoslav republics and provinces to exerciseerpowers) for real democratization (e.qg.
allowing multi-party elections), and the incongyditetween real brotherhood and unity and the
continued emphasis on ethnicity. By 1989, when @amst governments were starting to
collapse all over eastern Europe, when leadersSiatbodan MiloSevi were continually
emphasizing “the national question” as it was euphkgcally called, and when within
Yugoslavia inflation was at 1,000% by the end &f ylear, “There was a growing sense that it
[Yugoslavia] was breathing its last breath.”

The problem though was figuring out what might agpl this Yugoslavia which seemed
to be in her death-throes. For if Yugoslavia werbe broken up into different new nation-states,
there was the difficulty of the new minorities wivould also come into existence. As the
Balkans scholar, Gale Stokes, thoughtfully dessrtbhe dilemma, Yugoslavia was at the tail end

of a process that had begun in the 1870s and hathaed after World War | in eastern Europe

%3 Sabrina P. Ramethe Three Yugoslavias, State-Building and Legiiimmatl 918-200%Washington,

D.C. and Bloomington, IN, 2006), 13, 23, 281-2&ncerning the highway, only Serbia and Macedonia
had met their assigned quotas by 1980, while Slavamd Voivodina had not even begun theirs (Slaveni
had decided instead to just focus on her own higtsyatem). See again Ramet, pages 281-282.

** Ibid., 325, 347, 363.
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with the dissolution of great empires, which weet thf nation-building and the problem that
came with this of vulnerable minorities coming ®within these new nations. The problem was
not of ethnic hatreds, he argues, but of new natomd new minorities. Countries like, say,
Czechoslovakia, or Poland, had had to deal wittptbblems of ethnic minorities (Sudeten
Germans and Ukrainians/Germans respectively) winen¢ame into being as new nation-states
after World War I, and now it was Yugoslavia'srup deal with the problem (or to be more
accurate, now Croatia’s, Bosnia’s, Macedonia’s @erbia’s/Yugoslavia’s, and later during the
new millennium Kosovo’s and Montenegro’s, sincestheere the actual nation-states that would
soon come into being). Considering that the miresriproblems of Czechoslovakia and Poland —
as well as many other eastern European nationstlowdéast 140 years or so - were eventually
dealt with through either painful expulsions of oities (the Czechoslovak case) or the
expulsions of minoritieandthe harsh redrawing of borders (the Polish cakes)did not auger
well for Yugoslavia in the early 1990s. Sincethé different Yugoslav ethnic groups were
beginning to become afraid ththeymight eventually become one of these minority geoup
subject to the violence of uncaring majoritiess iquite natural that they would look to leaders
who would uncompromisingly support them, even ésh particular leaders seemed uncaring
towardsotherYugoslav ethnicities.

Unsurprisingly in this new atmosphere then, leadarse out of the woodwork who
totally disregarded the rulebook used by the Comstsifior the previous forty years, as Sabrina
Ramet put it describing Slobodan Milosealthough her words could just as easily describe
political figures like Franjo Téman and to a much lesser extent even Alija Izettié}yd®
Rather than avoid the issue of nationalism oragtlenoderate its expression, again as Tito and all
the previous Yugoslav rulers had done, these nadels not only did not avoid it but endlessly

dwelt on it to an unhealthy degree, focusing oiohisal slights and wrongs that had been done

%5 Gale Stokes, “From Nation to Minority, Serbs iro&tia and Bosnia at the Outbreak of the Yugoslav
Wars,” Problems of Post-Communiss@, no. 6 (November/December 2005): 4-5.
% |bid., 342. Many of the subsequent ideas in this pagtgare also echoes of much of what Ramet says.
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in the past to their particular ethnicity and biirggall the old negative ghosts back from the dead.
Rather than using consensus between the diffeptiticpl nations in Yugoslavia in order to
achieve political objectives, these leaders appeal¢hreats of violence against other ethnicities
and the mobbish crowds. And rather than carefidlysider how their actions and words could
be construed by other ethnicities and their paitapponents, these figures often threw caution
to the winds and polarized a society at the vangtin which Tito’s “brotherhood and unity”

were most needed.

This is not to say that any discussion of ethyioitnationalism (or more positively,
patriotism) would have been wrong at this timethat talking about the past would inevitably
have opened a Pandora’s Box of “ancient ethnietaft’ between the different Yugoslav
nations that a strong leader like Tito had managdeep submerged but which would now rise
to the surface. Discussions of ethnicity or oforgiood, as events in Yugoslavia were to quickly
show, was inevitable, and could have even beetasglifi addressed by Yugoslav leaders in a
manner which both affirmed allegiance to an etlwadition while at the same time
acknowledging that this was not everything and #tlanic identification had to be balanced with
a respect for — and a willingness to compromisé wibther ethnic groups if violence or war

within Yugoslavia were to be avoided. The chaleefay these leaders, of course, was finding

" A term which, while not without a certain validity it, is also rather imprecise and even slopgy\aas
often thoughtlessly and promiscuously used by a&largay of commentators and political figures -afro
the historian/U.S. diplomat George Kennan to thenfr Chairman of the Joints Chiefs of Staff Colin
Powell to the journalist Thomas Friedman — to sistglally describe the reason and cause for thd199
1995 wars in the former Yugoslavia. The use ofvibed ‘ancient’ makes no sense at all, since thbsse
or Croats did not even exist in any meaningful eeaspeoples or nations during the Roman period,
although the adjective was undoubtedly subtly &gbiih order to suggest a timeless or perenniaitgual
the anger between the different ethnic groupshasgh it had always existed and always shall. Wels
‘ethnic hatreds’ are perhaps a little bettegne is suggesting by using these words that ttierdift ethnic
groups have often become violent towards one andilming periods of transition or power vacuums,
such as during the 1875-1878 Bosnian uprisingsudng the World War Il, or that the different Yudeg
peoples have had painful memories of being victifngertain ethnic groups, memories which can easily
serve as pretexts for their own violent behaviaiast their past aggressors (or often, perceived
aggressors). But to go beyond this and suggestaay commentators of the Yugoslav conflict basjcal
do, that ethnic hatreds are simply something inaatkindigenous within the Yugoslav peoples, aad th
the second a power vacuum exists in this regioy ik automatically — as though obeying some law o
physics - be at each others throats, is to reakg things to a realm that rather a historicaliandany
ways shallow.
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ways of striking this delicate balance in the inliioéy chaotic and stressful atmosphere they were
in — a remarkably tall order, to say the least.

Conflict then within Yugoslavia accompanied bgeatain level of violence was rather
likely at the end of the Cold War, simply becaukehis problem of large minorities in almost all
of the Yugoslav republics (Kosovar Albanians arelleople of Voivodina in Serbia, not to
mention a significant number of Muslims in the Saaild Serbs in Croatia; Muslims, Serbs, and
Croats in Bosnia; Albanians and Serbs in Maced@t@, Perhaps if there had been a greater
tradition of democracy in Yugoslavia in which ethdifferences had been settled in a liberal
manner the problem might have been more managdalilenfortunately such a tradition did not
really exist. As the great dissident MilovBilas puts the matter, Bosnia did not have “a ailtic
history” in which a “democratic consciousness” laken root before the Bosnian War, thus
making it most difficult for Bosnian politicians dog the late 1980s and early 1990s to appeal to
the Bosnian public in liberal, non-ethnic terfisBecause of this facttras well as the others
just mentioned, as Izetbegévembarked on his political career he would faceeaigchallenge in

trying to present himself in a purely non-ethnieprecratic fashion.

%8 Adil Zulfikarpasi, The BosniaKLondon: Hurst and Company, 1998), 158.

%9 This lack of a democratic history which intelligéfugoslav statesmen might have appealed to was a
shame, for in spite of all of the pressure andsstthat had started to accumulate in Yugoslavido upe
beginning of 1990 there still existed a surprisinigkge amount of inter-ethnic affinity and a williness

on the part of many to avoid extreme or zero-sulutisms. In Croatia, for instance, a survey was
conducted a few months before the 1990 electicmtstitought Franjo Tdman to office, which showed

that only 15% of Croats wanted independence foattaq64% wanted a confederation); only 37% of
Croats right before the 1990 April elections st tCroatian independence was one of their topipes,
again in spite of all the nationalistic propagatitit somebody like Slobodan MiloSéviad already been
spewing (although, to be sure, the number of ti@&rsats who wanted independence was growing). Even
as late as October 1990, after there had alreagly Wielent clashes between the Croats and Sedrg th
were moderate members of the HDZ and SDS (the @aatian and Serbian political parties in Croatia a
the time) who were still willing to meet togetherdacome up with a plan for Serbian cultural autopdm
Croatia. Alas, because it was indfuan’s interest for Croatia to become fully indepamtcand because
MiloSevi¢ wanted to promote a Greater Serbia that wouldideimany regions of Croatia, both leaders
ostracized moderates and encouraged the politictiep they oversaw to be more radical in orddyoit
discourage inter-ethnic cooperation and encourtigéecenationalism. For a discussion of all of tlsee

V.P. Gagnon, JrThe Myth of Ethnic War: Serbia and Croatia in tH#9Qs(Ilthaca and London: Cornell
University Press, 2004), 135-136, 145-148.
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As far as the cast of characters of the Yugostadlict are concerned, they are quite
familiar to most educated readers at this poird,witl be discussed simply to the show how they
contributed to the radicalization of Yugoslav stgieThere was, first and foremost, because of
the power he had as the leader of the most poputgublic and the control he had over the
federal army the JNAJ(goslovenska narodna arm)jahe Serbian president Slobodan
MiloSevi¢, who more than anybody else was responsible éohéll that the former Yugoslavia
would become. Never a terribly dynamic speakerharismatic presence, MiloSéwionetheless
had a remarkable ability to strike certain natigstial chords which appealed to many — although
certainly not to all - of the Serbian peoples ig@slavia, while at the same time putting the non-
Serbs increasingly on the edge. Combined withvilais his skill, undoubtedly built up during his
career in banking and the Communist party, of agslly manipulating the various Yugoslav
institutions to his own ends, supporting thosergguvho supported him while pushing out the
rest. Yet what was perhaps most frightening abtiltSevi¢ was his extraordinary success
during the first few years of his reign, survivingder circumstances that might have caused
other leaders in his position to be overthrownffddent Yugoslav peoples either hoped — or
feared — that he was some unstoppable force, becdins remarkable capacity to incrementally
extend Serbian hegemony throughout Serbian paNsgbslavia.

Starting in Kosovo in 1987, where he famously t8tbs that “Nobody should dare to
beat you!” (this “nobody”, of course, being the Kwar Albanians), MiloSe¢iwas able to very
quickly gain recognition by the Serbs of Yugoslai@dawhom, especially those who lived in
Serbia, Kosovo watheissue, the lightening rod that could force eveatietly moderate Serbs
into a kind of frenzy® He capitalized on this support to push out hisifer mentor and best man
at his wedding, lvan Stambélito become leader of Serbia, an early exampleitnf¥evic's

willingness to throw any former ally under the bi#som here MiloSeviused a mob of 15,000 to

9 A Serb from Bosnia | interviewed, who certainlydheo sympathy at all for Milo$eyidid feel when
MiloSevi¢ first came to power that he might be able to fina@olve” the problem in Kosovo. A Serb from
Bosnia, interview by author, St. Louis, MO, 3 JAB08.
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march in the city of Novi Sad in 1988 to intimidalte Voivodian leadership into resigning (this
event was hitherto referred to as the ‘Yoghurt Rean’ because the protestors pelted the
Voivodina government building with rocks and yoghuiThe Voivodian leaders were then
replaced by those who owed all their authority titokevic.*" In 1989, MiloSeu turned his
sights again on Kosovo, a year in which he was tabénd that province’s autonomy (on 23
March Serbian tanks parked in front of the Kosoravimcial assembly and security police inside
the building helped to provide the necessary ineerior the Kosovar legislators to pass the
needed legislation) and give his great speechedidids of Kosovo Polje on 28 June
commemorating the 68Ganniversary of the Battle of Blackbirds, whereshil “After six
centuries we are again engaged in battles andeisiarfhey are not armed battles, but this
cannot be excluded yet?” Also during this year crowds of marchers were &b bring down the
executive leaders in Montenegro, to be replaceslipporters of MiloSevi and Macedonia also
became basically a satellite of Serfiiawith his control now over five of the eight membef
the federal presidency (one member for each repuddiwell as for Voivodina and Kosovo),
many Yugoslavs were afraid that he was poisedtédlydake over the entire state and put a
Greater Serbia into plaéé.

MiloSevi¢ was no less successful with the various Serbiaedugcracies, most notably
the media, that all-important institution which wascial in promoting both him and his
nationalist agenda. Again, it all started in 198fen MiloSew was able to get TV Belgrade to
play his “No one should dare beat you speech!"ragad again; it was partly for this reason that
everybody in Yugoslavia eventually knew aboutlihe prestigious newspapeolitika, an

honorable institution within Yugoslavia, becameidgithe late 1980s simply a mouthpiece of

61 Adam LeBor MiloSevi: A Biography(New Haven, CT and London: Yale University Pre§$)4), 104-
105.

%2 Noel Malcolm,Kosovo: a Short HistorgNew York: HarperPerennial, 1999), 344 d@wknia: A Short
History (New York: New York University Press, 1996), 213.

%3 Ramet,The Three Yugoslavia853-354.

% Noel Malcolm,Bosnia: A Short HistoryNew York: New York University Press, 1996), 213.
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MiloSevi¢, with reporters not honestly covering such thiagsnternal dissent within Serbia while
at the same time fanning the flames of nationalidournalists in different media outlets who did
not toe the MiloSeviline were canned, to be replaced by those wh&°dMiloSevic was also

able to co-opt much of the Orthodox Church intopsurping his nationalism, with Serbian priests
reciprocating the suddenly flattering treatmenytimere receiving in the press after years of
indifference by the Communist state. A good exangblithis was Patriarch Pavle’s opening of
the Church Sabor in 1991, not in Belgrade as imddictated, but in Jasenovac to commemorate
the 50" anniversary of the suffering of the Serbs duringrd/War 112° an act which would have
been expressly forbidden just a few years earlier.

Not far behind MiloSeVi in bellicosity was Franjo Tdman, the president of Croatia
elected in April of 1990. A pseudo-historian ofdaabsessions who, unlike MiloSéviwho used
ideology mainly to further his own career and whbald easily disregard it when it was
opportune - Tdman seemed to really believe in the different atspefchis rather depraved
Croatian nationalism. It was a nationalism fuddgdiark but deeply held convictions, whether it
was his belief that only 30,000 Serbs altogetheeweurdered at the Croatian concentration
camp of Jasenovac during World W& br his absolute faith that Bosnian Muslims weragy
Croats and that any region with Bosnian Muslimsusthgimply be considered an extension of
Croatia® Also unlike MiloSevé, who tended to know just how far to go with histdric,

Tudman had a remarkable ability to blurt out his hofeslings and cause offense, as he did at
the 17 March 1990 rally when he remarked that “kh@od my wife is not a Jew or a Serb,” or

at his first post-election press conference whesadg that Bosnia and Croatia were one natural

85 Mark ThompsonfForging War: The Media in Serbia, Croatia, BosniadaHercegovingLuton, UK:
University of Luton Press, 1999), 18, 63-70, 56.

% Ramet,The Three Yugoslavia49.

67 Jeanne M. HaskirBosnia and Beyond: The "Quiet” Revolution that Winit Go Away QuietlfNew
York, NY: Algora Publishing, 2006), 26.

% Ramet,The Three Yugoslaviag22-423.

33



geographic and economic ufiitBut like MiloSevi, he did all he could to control the media in
his own nation as well promote only those politnsi@and bureaucrats who would be his lackeys.
The fact that he was at the end not able to egeadi¢struction that MiloSevivrought on the
former Yugoslavia, although he was certainly ableneike his contribution, was in many ways
due to lack of military resources more than angtetse.

It was not for nothing then that I1zetbegbwnce famously said “that choosing between
Tudman and Milo3evi was like having to choose between leukaemia amdia tumour...”
Indeed, Bosnia at this time faced the kind of difearthat Poland has often had to deal with in
her history, of being between two ravenous neighldro are just waiting to divvy her up. Yet
in a sense Bosnia’s situation was even worse tbm#&'s, for in addition to the external threats
there were all sorts of sympathetic Bosnian SemnldsGroats who MiloSediand Tutman
respectively could use to subvert Bosnia from withA\s early as 1989, for instance, MiloZevi
showed his typical contempt for the rule of lawillggally sending Serbian agents into Bosnia to
gather intelligence as well as to propagate stohasMuslims were mistreating Serbian priests
and children in order to sow ethnic divisidnOr consider Tdman, who showed in September of
1990 (just two months before the elections) whdlyeegas in control of the HDZHrvatska
demokratska zajednicar Croatian Democratic Union, the partydman and others created) in
Bosnia by removing the first candidate for the pdgtresident of that political party because that
individual was not a pure Croat - his father w&egb (MiloSew had the same sort of control
over the SDS -Srpska demokratska stranka Serbian Democratic Pargithough he tended to
be much more subtle about his influence thadran)’? In essence then Bosnia, and eventually

Izetbegowt, was facing a situation of having two big gunshiog at her from either side,

%9 Marcus TanneiCroatia: A Nation Forged in WafNew Haven and London: Yale University Press,
1997), 228.

0 As paraphrased in Noel MalcolBpsnia: A Short HistorgNew York: New York University Press,
1996), 228.

" Ramet The Three Yugoslavia354, 414.

2 Neven Andjek, Bosnia-Herzegovina, The End of a Legélayndon and Portland, OR: Frank Cass
Publishers, 2003), 167-168.
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creating a rather threatening atmosphere in whietvarious Bosnian Serb, Muslim, and Croat
factions had an incentive to act more erraticdipntthey might have.

In spite of all of this Bosnians were still abdelte rather detached about what was
occurring elsewhere in Yugoslavia - for a whilewway. One of the prominent journalists of the
Yugoslav wars, Misha Glenny, notes that when hetwea Bosnia after covering the war in
Croatia in 1991, he felt that he had entered awerld, in which Serbs, Croats, and Muslims
alike were able to basically ignore what was hapyejust kilometers awa$’. Undoubtedly this
Bosnian sense of being above it all was in manysweighful thinking, a kind of anesthetic they
used to numb themselves to dangers they shoulddereconfronting more honestly, but still,
this sense was real for all of that. Although ¢herere certainly undercurrents of fear and
foreboding beneath the surface, for the most pariMuslims, Serbs, and Croats were still
maintaining the sort of basically peaceful relasitimat they had had for many decades. Exhibit
A of all of this was Radovan Karadz+ future Bosnian Serb nationalist and leader efSBS,
ethnic cleanser, and war criminal - but who at gfast in time right before his assumption of a
political career was simply seen as another psystian Sarajevo who had always gotten along
with the Muslims, many of whom he had given frealival care. As he putitin a 1990
interview, most Bosnian Muslims were not radical dasmopolitan and European; if he had a
problem it was with the Croats, who had acted galhlg to the Serbs during the Second World

War.* This sort of common-sensical understanding df ttiéflerent ethnic neighbors, which

3 Glenny also visited Sarajevo at this time, whemrgbody told him there would be no Bosnian war.
Misha Glenny,The Fall of Yugoslavia, The Third Balkan Whiew York: Penguin Books, 1993), 138-139,
153. Itis harsh, although probably also necessarsay that the Sarajevans especially at timdsaha
almost childlike trust in the benevolence of othefgst in the belief that the Serbs would in #rel not
resort to war, and then later that the democragmgd come to their aid. Years of war would degtifus
trust, to be replaced by a terrible, heartbreakiittgrness.

"Chuck SudeticBlood and Vengeance, One Family’s Story of the Wa&osnia(New York: W.W.

Norton and Company, Inc., 1998), 83. The attitideadzt expressed here was in many ways emblematic
of the basic Serbian attitude within Yugoslavidghet time. As Ivo Banac has observed, even thogpet
was some resentment of Muslims because of thewalaincreased status Tito gave to them becaus$gsof
non-alignment movement efforts, most of the Seirestluring the Communist years was focused either o
the half Croat Tito himself or on the Croats in 6stavia in general. Tito’s sacking of the harcelin
strongly anti-Albanian Serbian security chief Alagar Ranko\i in 1966, his decentralization policies
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contained an awareness of their differences butiwhiso saw their commonalities, was shared
by much of the Bosnian population, with its mosbisgly held by the Muslims but to an extent
by many Croats and Serbs as well. But even ¥ jitassible that this sense of goodwill was
somewhat less real than it seemed, there was ikelst little desire in the hearts of most
Bosnians to totally polarize their society alonigrét lines. This can be seen in polls at around
this general time period, polls which - like alllise should be regarded skeptically, but which
appear to have thoughtfully gauged Bosnian pulginion. In 1990, for instance, 74% of
Bosnians were against the creation of nationadigigs, and even as late as November of 1991,
when the tenor of Bosnian civility and cooperati@mtween the different ethnic groups had
almost totally disintegrated, 95.5% of Muslims,4P3.of Croats, and even a majority of Serbs —
67% - were still opposed to the division of Bosijaethnicity’> However naively cosmopolitan
on one hand or intransigently nationalistic ondtieer a lot of the Bosnians might have been,
most of them were not completely stupid — they kmévat a totally fractured and divided Bosnia
would mean and how it all could lead to a repatitnd the nightmares their parents and
grandparents had told them during constant everangssthe years about what had occurred only
four decades earlier during the war.

Still, in spite of the good reasons for why it reanse for Bosnians to resist the
temptations of ethnic separatism, tensions nonegbedtarted to increase within Bosnia in 1990
as the November elections came closer. lzetbégeas entering a realm then that would require
incredible deftness on his part. He had to, onharel, recognize the real and in many ways
guite legitimate national aspirations the Muslim®osnia (and all of Yugoslavia, for that

matter) had, who could with some plausibility tfuily argue that in spite of whatever privileges

which aimed to give the republics more power, tleation in 1974 of autonomy for Kosovo and
Voivodina, the increasing power he gave to the Kasdlbanians — these were the sources of the major
gripes that the Serbs had, not the behavior oBthenian Muslims. lvo Banac, “The Fearful Asymmaeify
War: The Causes and Consequences of Yugoslaviarsde¢' Daedalusl?21, no. 2 (Spring 1992): 147-
154,

>V.P Gagnon JrThe Myth of Ethnic War: Serbia and Croatia in tf890s(Ithaca, NY: Cornell
University Press, 2004), 43.
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Tito had given them they had often had to be cuiet meek about their ethnic identity and/or
religious faith. A politician cannot do any godde is not elected, and if Izetbegbéwanted to
receive votes he had to be willing to espouse t@icekind of Islamic patriotism/nationalism. At
the same time Izetbegdvinad to be cognizant of certain fears Bosnian @hans had of a
resurgent Ottoman Empire or neo-Islamic state timtiever unhinged these fears may have
often been, were nonetheless there. The factrthihe past Izetbego¥had espoused the
creation of semi-theocratic state and was well knaw a fervent Muslim dissident certainly did
not make his job any easier, since even well-iimesd remarks he might make about the role
Islam should play in Bosnian society could easéytwisted by nationalists and demagogues to
suggest that Muslims in Izetbegéd Bosnia would be suppressing the rights of Ortixoand
Catholics. Yet if there was to be any realistipdof keeping Bosnia together he had to persuade
Serbs and Croats that they would be equal citizetessk made rather difficult by the
nationalistic rhetoric already being espoused bgnian and MiloSew outside of Bosnia, not to
mention the political clout they exercised withiBuch a task of straddling the gulf dividing
Islamic nationalism on one side and democratic irculturalism on the other might have been
beyond the capacities of even the most talenteddeatic statesman — considering that
Izetbegovt had virtually no experience in politics it was fom probably pretty close to
impossible.

Nonetheless, in some ways lIzetbedatileast tried. On 27 March 1990 when
Izetbegowt’s political party was officially founded at ther@gevo Holiday Inn, he read a
statement signed by 40 of the founders of the SBtfafka demokratske akgijer Party of
Democratic Action) which was meant to inform thélowof the party’s basic principles as a
democratic political body (although it was not anfial depiction of the SDA’s program).
Notable among these principles was the desire totana Yugoslavia “as a community of
peoples and nations;” the affirmation of the SDAagmlitical party which was made up of

Muslims and Muslim interestnd of those non-Muslims who were supportive of thalg®f the
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SDA,; the necessity for democracy, the rule of lamg human rights as set out by the United
Nation’s Universal Declarations of Human Rightsrtéia the need for different political parties;
the need for the protection of minorities; the tighprivate property; the need for free markets;
and the legitimacy of the Serbs and Croats asasgdihe Muslims existing as legitimate peoples
in Bosnia. All in all the statement was a profoyrdemocratic one, which unlike Izetbeg&si
Islamic Declaratiorclearly called for checks and balances againssarnyof tyranny of the
majority. Even in areas of the statement whiclgested Izetbegoé/is penchant for state
intrusion into personal lives, most notably in feetion which stated that “our endeavors will be
directed against all forms of pseudo culture inghape of pulp literature, pornography, etc,”
such prohibitions the SDA argued should be achi¢imexligh basically liberal and democratic

)’® One could

means (taxes, bans on advertising, zones and pesfqahrtial prohibition, etc.
argue (or at least hope) that the statement remexséhe sort of Bosnia Izetbegéviimself

really wanted, before circumstances and other hssWithin his party would force him off into
a more radical direction — a Bosnia that would ppghbe dittle more Islamic oriented than some
people might like, a little too deferential to tldea of a Bosnia which because of its Muslim
plurality would have a strong Muslim feel, a bibtBuritan with the restrictions on pornography

and all of that - bubhonethelesa democracy in which the rights both of the méycaind minority

would be honored’

6 Alija Izetbegové, Inescapable Questions: Autobiographical Notemns. Saba Rissaluddin and Jasmina
Izetbegout (Leicester, England: The Islamic Foundation, 2088},74. This coming-out event aimed to
be politically ecumenical, with many Croatian HDZmbers in attendance and invitations having been
sent to Serbian political party members (who ditlamme), an example of the phenomenon that would be
quite common during the election season with membethe different ethnic political parties attemglthe
events of other ethnic parties. One of these HRmbers from Zagreb, foreshadowing an issue that
would eventually become highly contentious, said speech that, “defending Bosnia on the river ®rin
[border to Serbia] is also a defense of Croattatich a remark could mean two things — that of being
against the threat of Serbian expansion into Capati of legitimizing the Croatian conquest of Biasn
Whichever interpretation the delegates had of Weataid, it caused them to go wild — not a goodrofae
the future. Neven Andjelj Bosnia-Herzegovina, The End of a Legéayndon and Portland, OR: Frank
Cass Publishers, 2003), 163.

" For this last observation | am indebted to Nevewjali¢, who makes a thoughtful distinction between
those Bosnians of any ethnicity who simply savBalsnians as being basically the same except far the
religious differences (e.g. the good, basicallyus@cSarajevan cosmopolitan), and those Muslim Bosn
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But considering how Boshia was already startinfipéd the tremors of nationalistic
murmurings from outside and which were even stgtininfiltrate the republic itself, was this
simple espousal of the SDA’s commitment to demacailitics enough? Perhaps the moment
called for something more, especially as it wabhatbeginning of a new era and a time when the
first real opportunity for open campaigning and éstrrhetoric after decades of Communist
repression was occurring. A brief window was ojewhich 1zetbegovi might have brought up
such painful issues as the involvement of Muslimsdme of the murderous rampages which
occurred during World War Il, or even more distaiie authoritarianism of the Ottoman
Empire under which the rights of many Bosnian Glais had been suppressed, in an effort to
offer some form of atonement for the past as wetbaassure Bosnian Christians that none of
those horrors would be repeated. Certainly thelactBat Ye'or would agree with this. She
cites some remarks Izetbegbgave during an August 1992 interview (after the started, it
should be noted) in which he said, among otheg#hithat there was a 500 year old tradition of
tolerance on the part of Muslims in Sarajevo towgreople of other faiths. It is such a
nonchalant statement as this one, Ye'or believeas, duppressed or denied the negative impact
that the Ottoman Empire had had on the Serbs |¢ladléng to the horrific violence of the 1992-
1995 Bosnian War. Because there had been no hdiaésgue about the oppression Christians
experienced for five long centuries while underKishr rule, “history unleashed a barbarous
war.”"®

Ye'or, in the arguments she makes — which, incigéntmost Serbophiles would totally
sympathize with - goes way too far in this histoisaopinion in her insistence on some kind of
unbroken line linking the oppression that Christsianderwent at the hands of the Turks and

Muslims with the violence of the 1990s, as thoughfobrmer inevitably caused the latter to

who also saw things this way but in addition bedig@Bosnia should have a fairly strong Muslim flaxdr
see lzetbegoyj at his best, falling into this second categaxeven Andjel, Bosnia-Herzegovinal52.
81slam and Dhimmitude, Where Civilizations Collittensl. Miriam Kochan and David Littman
(Lancaster, UK: Gazelle Book Services Ltd., 20@20-201.
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occur. To begin with, from a purely philosophicaint of view this is a mindless determinism, a
condescending, the devil-made-me-do-it sort ofuaté towards the Bosnian Croats and Serbs
which denies any notion of free will or the abilttymake distinctions on their part - that because
they heard nasty stories from their grandparentsitaioow the Muslims treated their ancestors a
hundred years ago this somehow predisposed themwotheir contemporary Muslim neighbors
in a similar light, especially when these Musliros their politicians) said or did anything
reminiscent of the long-extinct Ottoman Empire.siles, all the historical evidence points to a
more complicated portrayal of Muslim-Christian talas — for every instance of tension between
these ethnic groups one can just as easily docuexantples of cooperation and peaceful co-
existenc€? Consider the 1“9century, when Serbian nationalism both within amithout Bosnia
became an extremely potent force and when mudhiofdarvor was strongly fueled by an anti-
Ottoman and anti-Islamic bias. Even with this ey towards the Muslims though there were
many examples of Christians working with Muslimspecially concerning the often common
Muslim/Christian desire to curb either the abudaet® Ottoman Empire or of the Muslim
landlords within Bosnia. In the 1860s, for instana pamphlet from Serbia was issued to the
Muslims in Bosnia seeking their cooperation agaimstOttomans — “regardless of religious
differences, brothers: by God, language, and fethdr’ Also at this time Christians and
Muslims protested together against the high talxeg had to undergo (and conversely, there
were wealthy Serbs who made common cause with ¢#fadthy Muslim begs in an effort to
maintain their privileges in areas like tax-farmifiy Also, in spite of whatever anger they felt
towards each other generally, Muslims and Christlased much of their normal lives with their

neighbors in relative harmony. A Swiss doctor Wied in Sarajevo during this time observed

"9 Certainly many of my subjects indicated that ieta between the different ethnic groups were ffehce
before the war. Sukrija Dzidzovic, a 51 year olddlim from Sarajevo who is now editor of the Stulss
based Bosnian newspapgabah was typical, telling me about serving in the pr@ind how he had no idea
what religion other officers were. Sukrija Dzidmvinterview with author, St. Louis, MO, 19 Deceanb
2008.

8 Marko Attila HoareThe History of Bosnia, From the Middle Ages toRhhesent DayLondon: Sagqi
Books, 2007), 54, 62, 64.
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how during the late 1850s and early 1860s Serthvauslim peasants would picnic on Sundays
on a hillside, with no signs of rancor towards anether. And a little later, in 1897, an English
visitor to the region commented on the fact that@ristians in Boshia seemed to have little
bitterness towards the Muslims, and that if sormeafdand reform could come about then the
major source of remaining grievances that the @ans had against their former masters would
be eliminated:

Ye'or also fails to note a rather obvious fact, evhis that by the end of World War | the
tables had turned and Christians — notably thesSembw exercised a powerful hegemony in the
newly created Kingdom of the Serbs, Croats, ande®les. It was at this time, most
significantly, that meaningful land reform was ihgied, ending the major grievance that
Christians had had against the Muslims. Large Muektates were cut up with land going
eventually to 113,000, mostly Serbian, tenant fexsiland peasants were freed from the
obligations that they had to their former, oftend\ilm, lords. Scores were also settled during this
time, with Serbian peasants often attacking Musivhe had earlier intimidated Serbs during the
First World War in their capacity as members of thas Schutzkorp&® It was also between the
two world wars that almost all important politiazfices were exercised by the Sefbs.

Admittedly, the Second World War does provide sonoge evidence of an anti-Serb
role being played by Muslims, most notably conaggrihe notorious SHandzZar(“Dagger”)
division recruited by Heinrich Himmler that apprmately 1 in 30 Islamic Bosnians joined — a
very small minority to be sure, but nonethelesathar disproportionate and significant minority
to join such a vile organization (It must be s&idugh that most Bosnian Muslims joined the SS

not out of any anti-Serb motive but in order totpod their towns and village%). Especially at

¥ Malcolm, Bosnig 129-130, 149.

82 Stevan K. PavlowitctSerbia, The History of an Idg&lew York: New York University Press, 2002),
117-118.

8 A typical example - the prime minister of Yugostawas a Serb for 264 of 268 months of the interwar
kingdom'’s existence. Sabrina Ranéte Three Yugoslavia38.

8 Malcolm, Bosnia 190.
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the beginning of the German and Italian occupatiaery Bosnian Muslims sympathized with
the UstaSegovernment, in large part no doubt due to the tleese Muslims had of théetniks
who had perpetuated massacres against them. @xtemt Serbs were also given a deceptive
role of the influence of Muslims in the murder @&iBs, since at timddstaSeofficials would
dress up in Muslim robes when murdering Serbsallyinn Sarajevo Muslims were able to take
over many Serbian businesses undetus@seregime and do quite well financially, something
that did not only irritate the Serbs but the Craetsvell - who felt as privileged ethnics that they
deserved a greater share of the fo¥et although Muslims certainly played a parthe t
particularly cruel acts which occurred in Yugosé\their actions were simply par for the course
at a time in which Serbs and Croats also contribaiere than their fair share. As the Serbian
historian Stevan K. Pavlowitch rightly describewiblence fed upon violence during this time,
and “Catholics, Orthodox and Muslims in the mixedions became locked in a vicious circle,
each willing to eradicate others from its territor§?®

It has been necessary to go into this modermiBogistory in some detail in order to
demonstrate that Ye'or’'s views, as well as the gi@lvmany of her contemporaries (including a
few scholars) who mindlessly subscribe to a sirtipligthnic hatreds” paradigm of Balkan
history, are overly simplistic. In denying the m#hnrust of her thesis though, one should not go
so far as to just deny or repudiate it altogeth&ren though Serbs (and to an extent also
Croats}’ have undoubtedly often wallowed in their sufferatghe hands of the Ottomans and

Muslims to an unhealthy degree, this time pevi@ga painful experience for them, after all, and

8 Yeshayahu A. Jelinik, “Bosnia-Herzegovina at WRelations Between Moslems and Non-Moslems,”
Holocaust and Genocide Studigsno. 3 (1990): 279-280, 288.

8 Stevan K. Pavlowitchlitler's New Disorder, The Second World War in Yslguia(New York:
Columbia University Press, 2008), 49.

87 with memories of the Ottoman Empire probably utmosis mind Tdman, in a 1992 meeting with the
American ambassador to Yugoslavia Warren Zimmermawe a bizarre story of how Izetbegowias
going to create an Islamic state in Bosnia by hg@@0,000 Turks come to the country. An Islamic
Bosnian state would then extend its influencehadlway to Libya, and in the process of buildingaup
Greater Bosnia, genocide would occur against Bas@atholics and Orthodox. David Bruce MacDonald,
Balkan Holocausts? Serbian and Croatian victim -tmshpropaganda and the war in Yugoslavia
(Manchester, UK and New York: Manchester Univeritgss, 2002), 239.
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an integral part of their history. Many Balkan slelrs tend to diminish, while not quite denying,
the negative aspects of the Ottoman Empire, thaenme ways implying that things during that
epoch — which after all lasted four centuries —enelly notsobad for the Bosnian Christians.
This is a line of reasoning that is rather difficiol sustain, for one cannot go through this time
period and find any time in which Bosnian Chrissafid not enjoy inferior status under their
Muslim betters. From the phenomenon ofdiessirme during the 15 to 18" centuries, when
Bosnian Christian boys were taken away from tremifies to be trained as Muslim janissaries in
Istanbuf® (so memorably depicted by Ivo Anélin his The Bridge on the Drinato the
innumerable restrictions against Christians’ buigdchurches or participating in certain
professions or even wearing certain clothing (ataiy not always enforced, but none the less
offensive)® to the judicial discrimination they faced in beimgable to be witnesses in trials
because they were not Muslim (a practice whichevbdnned in the ¥&entury nonetheless
persisted until the end of the Ottoman Empifed, the land privileges which Muslims had over
Christians, to finally the great temptation of BasnChristians to commit apostasy in the eyes of
their religious brethren by converting to Islamtisat they could truly be equal citizéhs all of

these factors combined to make life burdensom8ésnian Christian¥ Even when Bosnia

8 The great Balkan historian Barbara Jelavich vengimtakes a on-the-one-hand but on-the-the-other
hand sort of approach to the phenomenon oflthg@rme, admitting that it was indeed brutaltthat it also
provided many opportunities for young men to adeainche Turkish court or out in the field as sefdi
and administrators. Barbara Jelaviditlistory of the Balkans: Eighteenth and Ninetee®émturies,
volume 1(Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1983),

% Noel Malcolm,Bosnig 66, 71.

% Bat Ye'or, The Decline of Eastern Christianity under Islamofr Jihad to Dhimmitude: Seventh-
Twentieth Centurytransl. Miriam Kochan and David Littman (Lond@¥ssociated University Presses,
1996), 81-82. It should be noted that Malcolm desall of two sentences to this practice in hisdmy of
Bosnia. Noel MalcolmBosnia 66.

%L Gerald R. CraggThe Church and the Age of Reagbandon: Penguin Books, 1988), 108.

92 Certainly there were Bosnian Serbs before thewtar retained a sense of how they had been treated
poorly under the Ottoman Empire. A Bosnian of @eraand Serbian parentage | interviewed descrébed
sad incident which occurred soon after the wateiawhen she was still school-aged. Saying el
friend of hers (who was a Muslim), my subject wapsised when her friend’s mother told her to ignor
her. Seeking an explanation of this incident fiwen family after school, my subject’s grandfather
launched into a tirade about the history of thédift ethnic situation between Serbs and Musligeng
back to World War Il and then the Ottoman EmpiBzfore he could get very far though my subject’s
mother yelled for him to stop. A Bosnian, intewiwith author, St. Louis, MO, 20 June 2008.
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came under Austro-Hungarian control in 1878, Basidarbs were not able to institute land
reforms because a coalition of Muslims and Croktsked such legislatidn (something that
Bosnian Serbs with long memories were perhapsuleaduld happen again in the 1990s). It
was only under the founding of the Kingdom of Seffx®ats, and Slovenes in 1918 that Serbs
were able to feel they were equal citizens.

It should not be surprising then that just 70 gdater Bosnian Serbs would not
unreasonably feel a little trepidation about anysMu leading Bosnia. The fact that this leader
was lzetbegowi, known publicly as a dissident and fervent Musdinad author of théslamic
Declaration probably added to this agitation. It might h&een prudent then for I1zetbegbto
have made some kind of speech in which he opemnhpathized with the Bosnian Christians and
the painful memories they hdagforeBosnia became hopelessly polarized by propagamdia a
the military actions going on and when such a pedfeging might have had a limited chance of
success. Such a speech need not have been ggowitrsimply an honest admission that the
Ottoman Empire had been something painful for Basi@erbs and Croats and that such
oppression as had occurred during that period woeNer happen again. He could have also
used such an opportunity tatally repudiate hig¢slamic Declarationand not just say, as he often
would in the subsequent years, that simply the itiond of Bosnia made implementation of the

Declarationimpossible® Whether such an effort would have really madéfarénce in the

% Robert J. Donialslam Under the Double Eagle: the Muslims of Bosmd Hercegovina, 1878-1914
(Boulder, CO: East European Monographs, Distribiig€olumbia University Press, NY, 1981), 25-27,
179. As late as 1910 75% of sharecroppers on &/00@D Muslim-owned estates were Serbs; in 1911
91% of landlords with dependent peasants were khsslb6% of free peasants were Muslims, and 74% of
dependent peasants were Serbs. Stevan K. Pavlp®#chig 77, 89.

% In July of 1990 Izetbegoiwould say, “We are not on the road to a natiotates our only way out is
towards a free civic union. This is the future. on%& people may want to want that (to make Bosnia a
Muslim state) but this is not a realistic wish. eBvthough the Muslims are the most numerous natitime
republic, there are not enough of them.... They wdalde to comprise about seventy percent of the
population.” It can be observed though that indtédement Izetbegavdid not specifically repudiate the
Declaration Also interesting is how lzetbegéwseemed to imply that if Bosnia actually did somedave
a population which was 70% Muslim, themibuld be legitimate to install an Islamic state. Cetliathis
seems to also indicate that the dream lIzetbégpelled out in th®eclarationof a supranational Islamic
state was one he still held on to decades lataurd _Silber and Allan LittleYugoslavia: Death of a nation
(New York: Penguin Books, 1997), 20Bhis historian must admit that it is possible thiotigat
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long run is rather questionable when one againidersshow individuals like Tdman and
MiloSevi¢ were already heavily adding to the polarizing apiere within Yugoslavia, but at
least Izetbegovicould have answered some of the criticisms madgnofabout his supposed
Islamism as well as pre-empted some of the vilpaganda attacks that he should have known
were destined to come sooner or later.

To be fair to I1zetbego¥ithough, perhaps such a speech would have beditalbfi
unpalatable to the Bosnian Muslim population - secaf blaming the victim, as it were. After
all, why should Izetbego¥ihave gone out of his way to apologize for the @#n past of Boshia
or for his own past when leaders like MiloZeand Tutiman were already doing their worst to
stir up nationalist antagonisms against Bosnianlivhs® Besides, the political need to
emphasize religious particularity and to make nol@gies about ethnic identity was beginning to
be just too great, and so Izetbegownderstandably decided to veer between his avaale
multi-ethnicity of Bosnia on one hand with a stramgphasis on Islam and Islamic identity on the
other. Consider a speech he gave to some Mustiatozk:

Free elections are coming, and with them the datttire Muslim nation has been waiting for
more thara hundred year§this historian’s italics]. This is a historic ment, in which there can
be no ‘don’t knows’ or neutrals.... That is why | agsking you to help on that day, by voting for

the SDA, for liberty, and for Muslims. The otheudoslav nations are going to do it for
themselves. Why should the Muslims of Yugosla@dle exceptior’?
Needless to say, Izetbegéd insinuation here of a return to the good oldgdafthe Ottoman
Empire could not have been better calculated taosgrdhe Serbs’ and Croats’ concerns and fears.

Absent here is any appeal to universality, of teechto understand the needs and desires of the

other ethnic groups, or of even the legitimacyiffedng opinions among the Muslims

Izetbegowt did indeed make such a speech and that | am siumalware of it in spite of my researches
into most of the relevant secondary sources. d¢tdahe problem of not knowing Bosnian or Serbo-Cisa
that | am unable to read Yugoslav newspapers, nmagmzand other primary sources and completely
answer a question such as this.

% Xavier Bougarel, “Bosnia and Hercegovina — Staig: @ommunitarianism,” iYugoslavia and After: A
Study in Fragmentation, Despair, and Rehjigkit. David A. Dyker and Ivan Vojvoda (New York:
Longman, 1996), 97.
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themselves. At the same time, such an appeaktpabt was perhaps the sort of red meat any
successful candidate needed to throw out at this &f increasing ethnic tension. After all, all
sorts of Serbian politicians were harkening bacthtomedieval Serbian Empire of DuSan in
order to justify their calls for a Greater Serbignt is not surprising that Izetbegéwiould
perhaps feel the need to hit back by referrindiéo@ttoman past of Bosnia’s Muslims. Harder to
justify though is what can only be assumed to ktbkgowt’s gratuitous assent to a prominent
HDZ campaign poster used during the 1990 campaibich had the Islamic crescent and the
Catholic cross on it but not the Orthodox crosmething that could easily be seen as a
deliberate snub to the Bosnian Setbs.

But again, Izetbego¥iwas hardly alone in appealing to ethnic themet) miany
members of the two other ethnic parties beinggsdbad in their efforts to gain as many votes as
possible (as well as to encourage an ethnic segrarttat they hoped would lead in the future to
the eventual partition of Bosnia). Not being comt®e simply positively affirm their own ethnic
identity, the SDS and HDZ not-so-subtly broughth previously taboo topic of World War I,
with Serbian politicians talking aboUlstaSemassacres and Croatian politicians about murders
they had experienced at the hands of the Partigaoge likely, such negative reflections on the
past encouraged the Muslims to also dwell on pa@stances: On 25 August 1990 indao
100,000 people attended a SDA commemoration ofssatae of thousands of Muslims by
Cetniks during the wat. Perhaps if these sorts of references to thehaasbeen thoughtfully
and tactfully coordinated by all three ethnic gretpgether they could have provided some sort
of catharsis and healing of old wounds, but ematimare simply becoming too strong for this to

have had a realistic chance of occurrihg.

% Neven Andjek, Bosnia-Herzegovinal 78-179.

" Ipid., 177.

% The desire that these memorials would serve thegse of reconciliation was certainly the hope dflA
ZulfikarpasSt, a Bosnian Muslim who had helped to form the SD#e was quite dismayed at the afore-
mentioned meeting in Ea where a Catholic priest spoke violently aboutrtheders of nuns b§etniks in
1942-1943 in Garazde (without also mentioning theshins who had been murdered), something that
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Because of this heightened focus on ethnicity dutifire campaign, as well as the more
politically mundane need to get votes, another thatlizetbegovi felt he could not take was the
one that would have involved more efforts on hid fmbuild some kind of potential governing
coalition that would have had a real trans-nati@amgeal. He would build sort of a coalition with
the Croats and Serbs later on during the campagwge shall see, but this was in many ways a
marriage-of convenience designed mainly to endwakthe nationalist parties would not take
votes from each other. No effort at all was madeyt to form a coalition with the Reform party
and the former Communist parti&sinstead there was the sort of negative attitudla Sice-
President Muhamedengi incarnated at a stadium rally of 40,000, whersthengly slammed
Ante Markovt, the head of the Reform Party throughout Yugoalasince Cengic and the SDA
were afraid that Markoyis party would take away Muslim vot&¥. Yet by encouraging this sort
of thing Izetbegovi was burning bridges to a party that later coulkehant him more support

for a united, multi-ethnic Bosni&*

Zulfikarpast thought “stirred up passions and hatred.” In astt Zulfikarpasi gave a thoughtful speech
at this event in which he discussed both the safferof Muslims and Serbs during the war. Perhaps
because of the increasing emotionalism running earhjm this period though, it was the priest’s antl
ZulfikarpaSt's speech that got mentioned by the press. Adifikarpast, The Bosniak138. Although
ZulfikarpaSt's harkening for universalism was noble then, e fact is that the political rewards for
bringing out the negative ghosts from the past Wesetoo great for many politicians, thus making
ZulfikarpasSt’s idealism in many ways unrealistic.
% n his retrospective of Izetbegéviojko Bert writes that even years later Izetbegdvejected from his
national those Bosniaks who voted for the sociatalerats, believing that they had betrayed him bpglo
i% Gojko Bert, Letters to the Celestial Serlisans. Saba Risaludd{hondon: Saqi Books, 2002), 266.
Ibid., 165.
191 My Serb subject from Bosnia said she had reatlydiMarkovi because of his economic reforms
(“What did you think of KaradZ?” | asked. “He’s nuts,” she said simply, althowsyie may have been
influenced in saying this by his behavior duringgaot before, the war). A Serb from Bosnia, in@mw
with author, St. Louis, MO, 3 July 2008. It isl@&st possible to hypothesize that many Serbs apat<
like her, who were quite prevalent in the citieBoknia and were skeptical of the nationalist partmight
have given their vote to a Reform\SDA coalitiomesally since the Reform candidates could have bee
seen as a balance to whatever nationalism the Msistiight have had. A SDA/Reform/former Communist
coalition might have been even better, and Zulfilet mentions that Izetbegavhad once been receptive
to a coalition with the Communists but latter chesh@pis mind. It is understandable though that
Izetbegowt would have been reluctant to pair up with the Camists; as Milovailas probably rightly
argues, if a party like the SDA had teamed up withCommunists during the 1990 elections when the
Communists were very much in ill-repute as far &t af the population of Bosnia was concernednthe
the SDA would have been subject to violent attdmkalmost all of the Bosnian political parties. Adi
ZulfikarpaSt, The Bosniak144-145, 158. Also, considering all the persecuthat 1zetbegovi had
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Along the same lines, Izetbegéwhose not to do as much as he might have to bmoade
his own SDA party and prevent it from being morendwated by its hard-line, nationalist, more
religiously-oriented faction. At first Izetbega@vihad the support of Adil ZulfikarpaSia
prominent and wealthy Bosnian émigré who had lime8witzerland during the Communist
years, but who was now back in Bosnia and had tefpthe formation of the SDA. A Muslim
of a more secularist orientation who strongly badgkin pluralism and openness, Zulfikargasi
might have been able to broaden the party, buaictiens of I1zetbego¥iand the SDA eventually
persuaded him to leave and form his own partyMB®© (Muslim Bosniak Organization).
ZulfikarpaSt had been angered, for one, by the SDA’s prefertordeikret Abdt over him for
one of the two Muslim slots of the Bosnian pres@efwith 1zetbegow presumably occupying
the second one), even though Abkad been convicted in 1987 for a bizarre finanstaindal
involving his conglomerate Agrokomerc in northwestBosnia. But Abdi had a cult-like
following of thousands of Muslims where he had esgptl many of them in his company, and he
could bring these voters in the SDA fold, so thees a political need to offer him the
presidency’ (Considering that Abdiprobably attempted a coup against Izetbeginvil 992
when the latter was kidnapped by the JNA, and latsed his own Muslim army that fought
against lzetbegowis Bosnian forces, this was probably not the bestae. Yet considering that
Abdi¢ was able to make the SDA a more mass-orientetiqadlparty®® when he was initially
recruited, Izetbego¥is decision to offer him one of the presidencieslena good deal of sense).
ZulfikarpaSt also got disgusted by what he saw as the grovgiliagnization of the SDA, which

manifested itself at a September 1990 rally indibeof Velika KladuSa where members of a

suffered under the Communists since the SeconddNgdr, participating with them now in a coalition
would perhaps have been rather difficult in anyntve

192 Neven Andjeké, Bosnia-Herzegovinal 64.

193t should also be pointed out here that althougithlegovi’s motives were probably mostly purely
political and electoral in bringing Abdlinto the SDA, the fact that Abglivas a fairly secular Muslim who
was known to have good relations with Croats amtdsSéoes somewhat diminish the typical accusation
made by Bosnian Christians that I1zetbeg®imply intended to make the SDA into a hard-linesiim

party.
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crowd of a hundred thousand or more were yellimggthlike “Long live Saddam Hussein!” and
“We'll kill Vuk [Dragkovi¢]!” and hundreds were waving green, Islamic fldYs.

Yet in criticizing Izetbegowi here one cannot also avoid mentioning again the
increasingly nationalistic atmosphere that was gngwutside of Bosnia, something he could not
ignore as a politician who needed to be attunguitdic opinion. Indeed, it was probably
impossible for even relatively well-meaning leadés Izetbegowt, much less a KaradZi not
to indulge in some kind of ethnic nationalist rhhet@onsidering how things were at around this
same time breaking down to the west in Croatiaacieg in many ways disproportionately to
the new Croatian constitution created around tloeafdune, which now stated that there was
only a Croatian nation — versus the previous Comsbtwonstitution, which said that Croatia was
‘the national state of the Croatian nation andstia¢e of the Serbian nation in Croatia’ — Croatian
Serbs, especially those in more rural areas, becareasing angered and frightened by what
they saw as the hard-line nationalism of a tstaSegovernment in Zagreb (as Miloséd
Politika andPolitika Expresswhere most Croatian Serbs actually got their nfeers, described
Tudman’s administration). Confrontation between Creaid the Croatian Serbs ensued,
especially in the Croatian towns of Knin and Berd@mwvhich the Croatian Serbs mostly won
because they had been given military supplies byritreasingly Serb-dominated JNA and
because the Croats had been mostly disarmed N eshortly before the April elections (as
had the Bosnians and the peoples in all the othgo3lav republics, with the exception of the
Slovenes who had managed to hold on to a good sh#neir weaponry). Emboldened by these
wins, on 25 August the SDS leader in Croatia MBaic declared that the creation of the

Autonomous Province of the Serbian Krajina had getl based on the results of a referendum

104 Adil Zulfikarpasi, The BosniaKLondon: C. Hurst and Co., 1998), 141. Zulfikaipasad noticed this
phenomenon at smaller, earlier meetings as wekrg/individuals would wave green or Saudi flags or
guotesurasfrom the Koran for ten minutes. Needless to sayrrjalists from Belgrade would appear at
such meetings and eagerly take photographs. %ée laigBosniak 137.
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in which 100% of the region’s Serbs had approvetthigfnew mini-state (Croats, unsurprisingly,
were not allowed to vote in this referenduff).

Undoubtedly the violence in Croatia made its imgelttin Bosnia, with the Bosnians
becoming increasingly agitated because of it. @lhere some violent episodes, as when a bus
was stoned in the town of Livno because it was fBetgrade, but the major problem was just
ethnic tensions starting to reach a higher pitamamy Bosnian areas during the summer and
autumn. Politicians were saying outrageous thitkgs‘Five years will not pass, and our
[Croatian] flag will be flying on top of Mount Romaa..... Bosnia is Croatian from ancient
times” and people in villages wanted to join thesarwhere their ethnicity was in the majority. It
is important to emphasize though that there wese ialcidents involving Bosnians who wanted
to voice their displeasure against the mindlesimmalism going on. In June of 1990, for
instance, after Yugoslavia beat Spain in footbal$fans spontaneously took to the streets of
Sarajevo and waved Yugoslav flags all night, stogpiaffic to demonstrate their adherence to a
multi-ethnic Bosnia. Yet even during this peaceifight violence occurred, with the car driving
the mayor of Zagreb being attacked. The media,dertain extent, started to also get into the
act, with newspaper writers and radio speakersiaféerying the nationalist® Members of the
nationalist parties started to worry that thingsenmgetting out of hand and that they would face a
backlash, with the voters going for non-nationgistties like Markou's, so they met on 4
November just before the election and agreed towuthe nationalistic rhetoric. They all spoke
of the need to have a civil republic, with KaradZor example, saying that a civil war was a

“mad and impossible idea.... We can live togetheimgj together has created some eternal

195 Marcus TanneiCroatia: A Nation Forged in WaiNew Haven, CT and London: Yale University
Press), 230-234.

1% Neven Andjelé, Bosnia-Herzegovinal 76, 182. However Mirko Pejanovic, a Bosnian Seauer who
supported the Izetbeg@wovernment throughout the war, believes that tediangave too much support
to the nationalists. Pejanovic cites as an exa@adio TV Sarajevo program he participated in My
1990 which also involved IzetbegoyKaradze, and members of the other ethnic parties; while
Izetbegowt and the others gave the usual national spin migshionly Pejanovic (who was leading a
socialist party at this time) and one other pditiigure emphasized the need for the Bosnianipalit
parties to encourage the equality of all ethniaugsoin Bosnia. Mirko Pejanovidhrough Bosnian Eyes:
The Political Memoirs of a Bosnian Sethans. Marina Bowder (Sarajevo: TKD Sahinpasii2) 17-18.
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values and the possibilities of continuing to livgether.*®” Hence there was what in retrospect
must be seen as the rather strange phenomenaghbbafore the elections Karaéelling his
supporters at Pale outside of Sarajevo to remethkasenturies of good relations between the
Croats, Muslims, and Serbs, as well as membetsedbDA and the SDS appearing together in
Sarajevo and talking about how they as Serbs argliisihad always been good neighb§fs.

It would seem that the three parties’ strategyeobnciling at the last minute worked out
brilliantly, with Bosnian voters feeling secure egb to vote for them in spite of the ethnic
exclusivism they had espoused for most of the X@®@paign (although they certainly still had
their misgivings). When the Bosnians voted in Nuofer 1990 they came out in overwhelming
support for nationalist parties — Serbs for the $8&bian Democratic Party), Croats for the
HDZ (Croatian Democratic Union), and Muslims foet8DA, with parties like Zulfikarpa8s
MBO or the reformed Communists (pre-election pb#isl suggested that this later party would
come out on top) doing very poorly. Suad Arrnaitpwho surveyed a great deal of pre-election
data, argues that many Bosnian voters supportéougacandidates and parties out of fear, not so
much votingfor Izetbegovt and the SDA aagainstKaradzt and the SDS, and vice-versa.
Armautovic also argues that even though these voters wegimalty inclined to vote for the non-
nationalist parties, as the elections approacheylféiit compelled to cast in their lot with the
nationalists. Or consider the remarks of Ljilj@rmaajlovic, who until the Bosnian War was a
journalist for the Sarajevo newspafsiobodjenje“[Serbs] simply acted out of fear that even if
they withheld their vote from a Karadztheir Muslim neighbor would still give his vote &n
Izetbegout. In the end, they were afraid of weakening tbgin nation in an hour presaging the
ultimate confrontation.” This all suggests thatlena more normal atmosphere outside and

inside of Bosnia the more universalistic partike the Reform party would have done better —

97Neven Andjelé, Bosnia-Herzegovinal 79.

198 A funny example of a certain SDA eclectism - rigkfore the election the political party stagedlbyr
with both traditional Muslim music and rock andlyaln effort apparently to appeal to different
constituencies. Robert J. Dongarajevo, A BiographgAnn Arbor, MI: The University of Michigan Press,
2006), 261.
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yet another example of how individuals like Milo&eand Tuiman (as well as Izetbegévand
KaradZt) had helped toreatethe stressful situation Bosnia was in, and hgwsit did not

simply originate out of submerged passions fronpgt. Muslims in particular but also some
Serbs and Croats also preferred Izetbeg®dtrong support of the interests of Bosnia, versu
somebody like Zulfikarpa&j who was more idealistic about Yugoslavism and mage willing

to work with Belgrade. As lzetbegévinad put it in a September 1990 rally, “...Bosnid wiit
tolerate staying in a greater Serbia and beinggdatt If it comes to that, we will declare
independence...” Or as Steven Burg and Paul Shough@umatter, “The rise of extreme
nationalism in Serb nationalism in Serbia, and eisilg the repression of the Albanian minority
in Kosovo, had made the prospect of remaining gieaitYugoslav state that did not contain
Slovenia and Croatia, and thereby constitutee littbre than a greater Serbia, intolerable for the
Muslim nationalistic leadershig® Finally, many imams, especially those from therareas,
had been highly supportive of the SDA and helpedpérty get vote§® They had been at all the
mass meetings during the campaign, and if justrbdfee election they did not exactly tell their
flocks who to vote for, by simply offering a degtion of the SDA they were able to send the

message. By being so involved in the campaign e simply copying their Orthodox and

199 For the political analysis provided here see Barld ShoupThe War in Bosnia-Herzegovind7-49,
56-57, 120. The poor showing of the MBO might dlsodue partially to the fact that Zulfikarpasithe
darling of European and Yugoslav intellectuals -s waZurich during the Communist years and had not
stayed in Bosnia and suffered with his people.aA$ year old Muslim Bosnian doctor from Banja Luka
Fikret Terzé, put it to me, “He didn’t know what his countrychgone through.” Fikret Ter&jinterview
with author, St. Louis, MO, 16 June 2008.

10 adil zulfikarpasi, for one, had argued before he left the SDA thatinams should not be involved in
politics, because he wanted the political partigaaa liberal one which would be open to everyorkeraot
just to Muslims who wanted to affirm their Islanidtentity. Adil Zulfikarpa$t, The Bosniak136. While
ZulfikarpaSt's liberalism was again quite laudable, it was @gain unrealistic, especially at a time in
which Muslims felt they were stuck between Croatiad Serbian nationalisms and therefore felt a heed
assert their own more Islamic nationalism. Thebfm of the imams is also a good example of thecfor
Catch-22 Izetbego¥ioften faced during the campaign. In this caséyduethe choice of accepting the help
of the many rural imams and the votes they coulughio him and accept along with this the morertsta
edge they would bring to his party (thus makingmas Serbs and Croats more nervous), or he could
prohibit their assistance and lose many votesedrptiocess. Considering that by choosing the formveas
he and not Zulfikarpa&iwho got the necessary votes at the end, Izetbégalécision could be said to
have been vindicated.
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Catholic counterparts, priests who in essencetberdgame sort of message to their own flocks on
who to vote for — basically the SDS and HEZ.

Although Fikret Abdt actually garnered the most votes in the electiorife presidency,
some back-room deal occurred and Izetbegewwho had come in second — became president of
Bosnia'*? With his assumption of this position, Izetbegoféced the terribly challenging job of
governing in a republic that was becoming increglgidivided; the virus of nationalism that had
traveled through the different Yugoslav republigsmathe years had infiltrated Bosnia now as
well. Yet there still was a sense of hope in tinevéth the feeling being that in spite of all tha
had happened over the past year in Bosnia andhiee i@publics, reconciliation between the
different ethnic parties and groups might ultimatatcur. Right after the election Izetbeggvi
Karadzt, and other political leaders of all religions attnicities gathered at the Evropa Hotel,

celebrating each other’s holidays “with brothenhtreisiasm” and giving off an “Andtilike

appearance” in the words of one obsefvePerhaps peace really would have a chance.

1 Neven Andjekt, Bosnia-Herzegovinal48, 170. A sign of how religiosity had takeniacreasingly
prominent role in political life was given at a SDdeeting in which Izetbega¥bemoaned how everyone
seemed to be saying that they were simply a relgarty, and asking his audience rhetorically tvet
they werereally such a party, he received a response he did ndtavanticipate: “Yes, we are.” Contrast
this sort of behavior with a 10 October 1989 padtimtter issued by one Orthodox and two Catholic
bishops in Banja Luka, in which they espoused “raltolerance, peace and love” to their co-religitsi-
sadly, such religious ecumenism was becoming iistmgly less common in the tense political atmospher
that Bosnia was becoming. Neven AndjeBosnia-Herzegovinal51, 170.

112 A brief technical note — there were actually serembers of the presidency, with their being two
Muslims, two Serbs, two Croats, and one Yugoslath the individual getting the most votes being the
head of the presidency. Thus with Izetbeg@vassumption of the presidency he was the he#iueof
government, but in the interests of consensuatipslihe other six members of the presidency wk@ a
called upon to take an important executive rolg.dBing this Bosnians were taking a leaf from thk o
Yugoslav playbook, which always involved tryinghtave all the ethnic groups take a role in governmen
S0 as to promote consensus and inter-ethnic harmony

3 Burg and ShoupThe War in Bosnia-Herzegovin@0-61.

53



Chapter Three

Izetbegovi’s Dangerous Gamble

Of course, it did not happen that way — this residtigood will quickly broke down and
seventeen months later Bosnia was embroiled itter var. For those scholars who have been
sympathetic to Izetbegayv{or at least the Bosnian cause) the narrative gngyfor explaining
these next seventeen months is this. As the Yagaspublics of Croatia and Slovenia - chafing
under the authoritarianism of MiloSévi increasingly signaled their intentions of becogni
independent states, Bosnian Muslims and Croatsriahd few Bosnian Serbs, for that matter)
were greatly afraid of the oppression they wouttkfaeing under the thumb of a Serbian-
dominated Yugoslavia without the Croats or Sloveoexct as buffer peoples. Hence there
would be the need for there to be an independesniBadf the Croats and Slovenes seceded from
Yugoslavia, although for the time being Izetbedamould try to press for greater Bosnian
sovereignty. Unfortunately Belgrade and some Seittsn Bosnia would not be able to accept
this. Indeed, MiloSeviand others had long since been reconciled todbd to create a living
space for Serbs even before the end of the Cold Néamng created the so-called RAM plan
which laid out in precise detail the carving ugldferent parts of Bosnia and Croatia that would
become a part of a “Greater Serbia.” Thus comnektioe RAM plan in the beginning of 1990
right after the Bosnian elections, with the seareting of Bosnian Serbs by Belgratfend the
beginning of wave after wave of propaganda by #wi&n media, accusing the Bosnian
Muslims of being Islamic terrorists and the like.

With the Slovenian and Croatian declarations oépehdence and the beginning of the
war in Croatia and Slovenia in June of 1991, likisly that |zetbego\i started to realize that the

preservation of a democratic Yugoslavia might repbssible. Add to this the discovery that the

14 Eor details about the RAM plan, see Marko Attilaare,How Bosnia Arme@London: Sagi Books,
2004), 36 and Adam LeBojiloSevi: A Biography(New Haven, CT and London: Yale University Press,
2004), 143.
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Bosnian Serbs had secretly been armed by Belgiaelereation of Serbian Autonomous Oblasts
(SAOs) throughout Bosnia during the autumn (in esse&erbian dominated areas which refused
to recognize the central government in SarajeRgdovan Karadgéis terrible words during the
14 October 1991 parliament session in which hedagkbe Bosnians wanted to go down the
same “highway to hell” that the Slovenians and @ e#re going down by their pushing for
sovereignty (and implicitly independence), and mogtortantly the recognition by the European
Community of Croatia and Slovenia as independeést and Izetbegavrealized that things
had degenerated in Boshia to such a degree thatesgrty would not do and Bosnia would have
to totally declare her independence from Yugoslavia

With the backing of the international communityli®92 then, the Bosnian parliament
came out with a referendum in which the peopleadgrita would decide whether they would
support an independent Bosnia. Voting on the eefdum 29 February/ 1March 1992, the
Bosnian people by a clear majority decided on Bosimdependence. Unwilling to accept this
declaration of the Bosnian people’s will actingaidemocratic fashion, the Bosnian Serbs (with
the backing of their sponsors in Belgrade and wighsupport of the Serbian dominated JNA)
began a brutal war against the Bosnian Croats amliis that the latter were totally unprepared
for and did not expect would happen, driving enpiopulations out of their homes through a
combination of murder, rapes, and terror, makirgtéim ‘ethnic cleansing’ known throughout
the world™®

This portrayal of the run-up to the 1992 Bosniam,wadnich is probably the version that
is most familiar to the general audience, contaigsod deal of truth, although as we shall also
see things were a good deal more complicated tian We should start off by considering the

very important issue of whether the Izetbedmovernment was really caught off guard by the

115 The preceding versions of how the Bosnian Watesfafwith the exception of the mentioning of the
RAM plan) can be found for instance in Noel MalcoBosnia: A Short HistoryNew York: New York
University Press, 1996), 224-238 and Sabrina Rahmet,Three Yugoslavias: State-Building and
Legitimation 1918-2005Washington, D.C and Bloomington, IN: Woodrow WitsCenter Press and
Indiana University Press, 2006), 393-433.
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advent of war in April of 1992. Contrary to thensentional wisdom, the evidence suggests it
was not. Far from “suffering from terminal naivgtgbout the chaos that was all around him as
Sabrina Ramet put it° Izetbegout and his cohorts probably knew exactly what wowddgen if
Bosnia were to declare its independence: theredvoeiwar. We know this now because of the
research of the political scientist Alan J. Kupenmaho interviewed Izetbegavas well as all of
the important officials within the Bosnian govermmat the time, almost all of whom admitted
that they were well aware that if Bosnia secedeeh the Serbs would initiate wdr— and not
merely a conventional war either, but as coulddengrom the war the JNA had already started
with the Croats and had demonstrated most vivitithe battle for the Croatian city of Vukovar,
one which would be forged mercilessly against immbcivilians'®

To be sure, the image that Izetbegovanted to present to the Boshian public was
precisely one of there not being an approaching wiaich was probably no accident but part of a
strategy. In speech after speech he gave, Izethegodlessly dwelled on certain themes that he
repeated ad infinitum like some kind of mantra er¢éhcannot be war because it would be
suicidal, it takes two to make war, and so on,rgajor example in December 1991 that he did

not think the JNA would attack Bosnia, or in mid+da of 1992 - about three weeks before the

116 Ramet,The Three Yugoslaviad15-416. Ramet, an excellent scholar of the énfugoslavia, is

hardly the only one to believe that the Bosniadézship was totally caught off guard by the Serbian
invasion. Marko Attila Hoare writes, “The SDA lesadhip did not plan for or predict the war that Vdou
break out in the spring of 1992....” Marko Attila HeaThe History of Bosnia, From the Middle Ages to
the Present Dayl ondon: Saqi Books, 2007), 347.

17 sefer Halilové, the first chief of staff of the Bosnian army, wagresentative in thinking that a Serbian
offensive against Bosnia would be massive if Bosigidlared independence. He also explained the
offensive capabilities of the Serbs to Izetbegdnafore the war, so there is no way Izetbegoould have
been ignorant. Alan J. Kuperman, “Tragic Challenges the Moral Hazard of Humanitarian Intervention:
How and Why Ethnic Groups Provoke Genocidal Retala’ (Ph.D diss., MIT, 2002), 51, 152.

18 A minority of Bosnian officials thought that the®s’ response against the Bosnians would not be so
harsh, with their reasoning ironically tHa#cause¢he armaments of the Bosnian army was so infésior
that of the Serbs the latter army would have nalrteeénflict such a devastating attack. Interegiin

Sukrija Dzidzovic, who had been a soldier in théX¢fore he was purged — also believed at the tirae

a potential Serbian response would not be thabaian, although the reasoning he used was slightly
different — he thought because the Serbian govemhhsed not had to resort to drastically violent meas

in its clampdown on Albanians in Kosovo during daly 1980s then the Serbs would just repeat that
performance against the Bosnians. Alan J. Kuperfffangic Challenges,” 51 and Sukrija Dzidzovic,
interview with author, St. Louis, MO, 19 Decemb803.
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war - “[tlhere will be no war in Bosnia, [neithddcal nor imported.” Considering that things
had broken down within Bosnia by the time he mé@se remarks and the surreal disjunction
that now existed between Izetbegodsiwords and reality — many firms at this point e/@aying
taxes not to the Sarajevo government but to diffiee¢hnic political parties and approximately 1
out of 10 Bosnians were arméd- it may seem incredible that he was not laugtéthe stage.
Yet amazingly much of the Bosnian public boughthezgovi's performance. Or perhaps not so
amazingly, since by telling the people that theozilet not be war he was telling the people
simply what they wanted to hear, or repeating outllwhat they were telling themselVés.
Izetbegovt was playing their music, striking all the chordshm the psyches of Bosnians -
especially those from the cities, many of whom gamvn up during the formative years of the
golden age of Yugoslavia, the late 1960s and 19R@gyeriod of socialist prosperity when
Bosnians went to the Dalmatian beaches duringuhmereers, spent lazy evenings in cafes
smoking and drinking Turkish coffee with Serbiamp&ian, or Muslim cohorts, and where they
went to Christmas services even if they were Muslanto a mosque even if they were
Christians. For so long they had lived togethexceéully, and even with war staring them in the

face they could not believe that at five minutemtdnight they would be not be able to just sit

119 Ramet,The Three Yugoslaviag18.

120 Consider this rather long soliloquy conducted lBoanian Muslim that is quite representative of the
views of the subjects | interviewed. Reflectingtba conversations heard between parents and their
friends, this Bosnian said, “Some people were jusible to accept that war could occur, like antadtio
in denial. The country had forty or fifty yearsmbsperity, now dictatorship or not, every doariras
good and bad side, people who were suspectindpétatimes were ahead but did not think war would
occur, they believed in the sanity of humans. [Busnian laughed a little] ‘Okay, we can make this
transition without war, some people believe thisne that, but living together is still possiblebrSe were
in denial, some naive, some wanted peace too nsoafe refused to believe and just waited to the last
minute to get out of country to save their livéslo remember a lot of disagreement about thoselveltlo
weapons and uniforms to give them up, but a Iqgtenfple agreed with that. | remember a lot of peopl
who came to our house who agreed with Izetbeégeviet's try to get through this peacefully.” dteasy
to say now after so many years that it was a rihiimg to do, but at the time it really kind of caried
people and it comforted me that there was the pitisgiof a peaceful resolution of all the craziseso a
lot of people respected the decision, atifido [my italics]. He [Izetbego¥] did a lot of things that the
people liked, such as, at least in the context tie.neighborhood in which | lived, his desire feape.”
Bosnian Muslim, interview with author, St. Louisvi24 July 2008.
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down, have another cup of coffee, and find some oway”* What could be better then for the
Bosnian population who were coming up with evetjoralization in the world for how war
might somehow not come, than a leader who was eglinipublic these very same
rationalizations?

Much of the Bosnian public may have believed wanted to have believed — what their
president said; Izetbeg@vihimself probably did not. Yet even though Izeting§ may not have
believed the very his own words, he certainly hopiscaudiences believed him. And the most
important audience Izetbegéyprobably had in mind was not his own people, athear the
international community. For lzetbegéwvas playing a very dangerous game here, proclgimin
that Bosnia was totally dedicated to peace anddvoeVer go to war while at the same time
hoping that when the war actually came — whichragabbably he knew would come in spite of
what he was saying publicly — the international oamity would be so shocked by the
aggression imposed by the Serbs on the Bosnianseagd aware of the helplessness of the
Bosnian position that they would feel compelledintervene on the Bosnians’ behalf. In order to
be seen simply as the victim in this war though,amdy would Bosnia have to be seen as totally
pacific before the conflic?? but once the war started they would have to be aséotallylosing
the military campaign, since if there was sometpani the war then there was the danger that the
international community would simply see the cantféis just another civil war, rather than as a

war of aggression on the part of the Serbs agthe€Bosnians. The upside to this strategy, of

121 The cup of coffee metaphor comes from the Ballsahelar Dennison Rusinow, who wrote right before
the JNA invasion of Croatia, “Yugoslavs have a habgoing to the brink of some abyss, apparently
poised to jump over, only to adjourn for anothep oficoffee and further consideration.” Dennison
Rusinow, “Yugoslavia: Balkan BreakupPbreign Policy no. 83 (Summer 1991): 143.

122 Kuperman cites the fact that the Bosnians reftsedid the federal weapons caches before the svar a
the Slovenes and Croats had done before their eres, though it would not have been very hardtent
to do so. The danger, according to the SDA offidiasanCengi, was that in raiding the caches they
would present the image of being an aggressor sighia Serbs to the international community, aed th
latter then would not come to the Bosnians’ aid mvivar broke out. There was also the danger theat th
image of being an aggressor would prevent thernat&nal community from recognizing Bosnia;
therefore, as one of the creators of the BosniaryaRusmir Mahmutcehdjiput it, the Muslims could not
allow any sort of violence to occur before the viperman, “Tragic Challenges,” note 56 on page 111
and 112,
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course, was even though the Boshians would hafightiofor a while and pay the terrible price of
many militaryand civilian casualties, it would be worth it in thenlg run because then the
sympathetic international community would comeheirt rescué?

Although this account of the Bosnians’ strateggetting the international community to
side with them in the case of war cannot be prasesubstantially (I think) as the case of the
Bosnians’ expecting there to be conflict when teglared independence, and as we shall see
later in the conclusion of this essay that theeesame real problems with it, there is still adbt
evidence to recommend it. Again, a lot of Kuperim@vidence comes from interview$. As
Izetbegovt himself admitted, “Our tactics were to buy time. e[pwursued] a zigzag line for
independence... so the international community wdelieénd this country.” Or consider the
words of the foreign minister at the time, Harigjgizic, “My strategy was to get Bosnia
independent so that it would be granted rightshieyinternational community” — rights that he
hoped would be defended by the use of force opdnieof the European and/or Americafrs.
Silajdzic and another SDA member Ejup Gaalso told Adil Zulfikarpa&i in the summer of
1991 that if Bosnia were able to receive U.N. redign then the Muslims would “receive
protection” and Muhamed Cengic, the SDA Vice-Presidsaid to Kuperman, “We thought

Europe or the United Nations would do anythinghiait power to stop or prevent war®

123 For an overview of what Kuperman sees to be agéheral Bosnian strategy of getting the
international community to support them against3kebs, setbid., 109-115.

1241t needs to be noted here that no other schodar tim aware of has demonstrated that the Bosrians
strategybefore the war startedias to bring the international community into tmaflict (although some
scholars hint at it), although different writdraveargued that it was the Bosnians’ strategge the war
began Also important is the fact that no other schatet | know of has incorporated Kuperman's
findings into his work, since if true his argumemikes an important contribution to our understagdin
the Bosnian conflict. Whether this omission haddawith the fact that Kuperman’s work is a PhDsike
that many people are not aware of, or if it is luseascholars do not want to grapple with the inapiins

of his argument | can not tell.

125 Kuperman, “Tragic Challenges,” 114. Kuperman alfers what | basically see as the Ockam’s Razor
principle (page 51) in defense of his thesis thatBosnian government believed the international
community would save them — since Izetbed@nd others knew the Serbs would smash them rililiféar
they declared independence, and they also knewvtbey woefully unprepared to fight, the only
reasonable explanation for their still declarindépendence is that they felt the international camity
would be there for them.

12%|bid., 148, 160.
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How much of a foundation was thernetlfi@ir hope though, that when the arms clashed
the U.S. and Europe would be there at the bre&r®ainly as far as the American response was
concerned, next to none, at least until a few nobtfore the war when the American response
might have seemed as being more sympathetic. édthgo many works have been penned
analyzing the different currents running through fmerican government in their response to
the impending Balkan crisis and as difficult ais ito wade through them all, it is nonetheless
fairly easy to find a good deal of consensus alnat the basic American attitude was at the
time, at least as far as the Bush administratioseeamcerned. Basically, their response was very
much a muddied one in which they preached the pratsen of Yugoslavia on one hand, with
respect for democracy on the other, unaware aswkey that these two goals were irreconcilable
and made little sense as a practical policy fortw¥es really happening in Yugoslavfd. And if
the Bush’s administrations policy for Yugoslaviasaayptic then the means for backing up
whatever that policy was were non-existent, witkirtlgiving no assurance whatsoever that they
would intervene in Yugoslav affairs or enforce aoyt of agreement with military might. As one
astute observer rightly saw the tough-soundingttakSecretary of State James Baker gave to

Slobodan MiloSevi and others during his famous 21 June 1991 mewfitngthe Yugoslav

127 or were they really unaware of this? Many wriirdgpict the U.S. government as being totally else|
about what was happening in Yugoslavia during #te 1980s and the early 1990s, focused as they were
on more important foreign policy issues such assthte of the post-Soviet Union, the reunificatién
Germany, and the problems in the middle-East. dddi they thought about Yugoslavia at all it vedten

in connection to their much greater concern forduand their support of Mikhail Gorbachev, witlith
being fearful that if they gave too much supportadantries like Croatia or Slovenia they would hurt
Gorbachev’s standing and give ammunition to rigitganationalists within Russia (Considering the
ruckus that the nationalist Vladimir Putin raiseithvthe independence of Kosovo recently, this waslly
not an illegitimate concern). While it is certairtiye that these afore-mentioned issues took pyjatiis
simply false to suggest that the administration atfier agencies did not know what was happening.
Lawrence Eagleburger, after all, who was the numilserman in the State Department at the time, had
been the ambassador to Yugoslavia during the 188@swas well-briefed on what was happening there;
Brent Scowcroft, the National Security Advisor un&eesident Bush had also served in Yugoslaviayman
other staffers within the State Department werebadiing greater American involvement. The problem
then was not lack of knowledge, but simply the faet Yugoslavia did not receive a high prioritylaro
high official within the administration was willing pound the desk and make it one — something that
would be a source of shame and guilt later on fiicials like Eagleburger who had made remarks abou
how Yugoslavia was a land of deep hatreds andhatlat the time but who deep down had a more
sophisticated understanding of what was happerfiag.a discussion of this issue, see David Halberst
War in a Time of Peace, Bush, Clinton, and the Gdaé¢New York: Scribner, 2001), 31-46.
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leaders, Baker did not give a green light to Milo&¢o invade the republics but he did not give a
red light either, since there was not “a single fbenof Congress.... [who] advocated the
introduction of American military power?® Not surprisingly MiloSevi saw the lack of a red

light as a green one and believed the Americane geing to do nothing militarily then to

protect Bosnia or any other Yugoslav nation.

But what about the hope for a European respotisiszasy to mock now Jacques Poos’
infamous statement, “The age of Europe has dawmed, 'other remarks he made that suggested
the Americans were not needed any more and thepEans could take care of things now, thank
you very much, but during the early 1990s there, &tsr all, a renewed confidence within
European nations that they could now handle thblenas in their own sphere of influence
without running this time to the Americans for helphe Cold War had just ended, ending the
terrifying prospect of a nuclear war; the Russiagse leaving Eastern Europe peacefully and
fairly expeditiously; the two Germanys were heatbedards unification in a seemingly benign
fashion — all of this serendipitous good fortunersed to herald an approaching golden age of
European strength and unity. Since there wasmgelothe need to worry about the Soviets, the
thinking went, Europeans could now devote moreenfdnergies to solving problems like the
Yugoslav cauldron. The prosperous western Europatians, then, would show the different
Yugoslav states that it made no economic and paénse in this modern era to war over petty
ethnic differences, that such problems could bé geth intelligently and with compromise, and
that if the Yugoslav states were willing to sengilsbrk out their disagreements then they too
could eventually be a part of the wealthy Europeammunity. And to be fair, such a response
might have succeeded if the Yugoslav states had leeeby moderate, reforming leaders. But of
course they were not, and were instead led by mat&is like MiloSewt and Tutman who would

not be stopped through peaceful coercion or ecanoanrots — they only could be stopped by

128 \Wwarren ZimmermarQrigins of a Catastrophe, Yugoslavia and its Degérs — America’s Last
Ambassador Tells What Happened and \(Wsw York and Toronto: Times Books, 1996), 137.
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force®® Alas, this was the one chink in the Europeanrais¢he one alternative that they were

unwilling to resort ta°

That this all should have been very apparent tthégovi rather quickly can be seen in
the European response to the war in Croatia in ¥88¢h, to put it most charitably, left a lot to
be desired. As Gregory F. Treverton, a Seniookedt the Council on Foreign Relations, noted
at around this time, the European Community (EQ) alale to do a few things to help — they
were able to send some foreign ministers to moti@iconflict, they were able to apply
sanctions against Yugoslavia (i.e. Serbia) in Ndvenof 1991 (although rather belatedly), they
were able to broker a ceasefire (actually he -as the U.N. envoy animericanCyrus Vance
who was able to get the deal), and they were attteen deploy 10,000 peacekeeping troops.
Yet as he also pointed out the European responsénwaany ways ineffective, with divisions
between the Serbophile French and British and Gptdte French, an inability to act on the idea
of sending 30,000 European troops to settle thélichrihe collapse of approximatelydmzen
ceasefires during the war, and Vance’s ceasefoeesding only because the Serbian-dominated
JNA was beginning to lose the war and thus willmgtop its offensivé* On the minus side of
all of this one must also add that Milodekiad pretty much conquered the areas that he wanted

Croatia and was able to quit while he was aheawhsidering the fact that there was no EC

129 Gale Stokes rightly points out, “....Yugoslav regaslwere unwilling] to bury the hatchet in 1991,
despite the large numbers of contracts with fordilgns that had been signed under Ante Markvi
regime and despite the significant financing thatihternational community was prepared to offetadle
Yugoslav state. The eagerness of nationalistaitfirout the former Yugoslavia to destroy economsets
in the name of their nation, not to mention to kitighbors and burn villages, should make it clear
nationalists in their crudest form are motivateisnarily by an idea, not any cost-benefit analyszdle
Stokes, “Solving the Wars of Yugoslav SuccessiomYugoslavia and Its Historians: Understanding the
Balkan Wars of the 1990edit. Norman M. Naimark and Holly Case (Stanfa@é,; Stanford University
Press, 2003), 204.

%0 |ndeed, it would have been very difficult for tharopeans to have resorted to force even if thely ha
wanted to. The European Community, for instaned, o military at all and the Europeans did nottwan
to use NATO troops because that would involve theeAcans. That basically left the U.N., whose
soldiers unfortunately were trained more for peaeping than for combat, as the Bosnian war would
make painfully evident. For a discussion of thislgem, see Halberstamiar in a Time of Peac®9-90
and James Govifriumph of the Lack of Will: International Diplomaand the Yugoslav Wéew York:
Columbia University Press, 1997), 61, note 45.

131 Gregory F. Treverton, “The New Europ&dreign Affairs71, no. 1 (1992): 103-106
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mechanism forcing MiloSetito forgo his conquests — Serbian “police” werewa#éd to maintain
order there — it was all a very sweet deal for lang this precedent of military lack of teeth on
the part of the EC should have made Izetbegand his cohorts rather skeptical about the
Europeans being able to save their skins.

Something that should have made Izetbegeven more skeptical is that whieaasked
for peacekeepers on 21 November 1991, both the iBamexr and Europeans were unwilling to
provide them for him at this timé> Or consider the middle of March 1992, right beftite war
started, when Haris SilajdZcame to talk to an official of the National SetuCouncil to ask -
among other things - for American military suppethe official had to sadly tell him rd® This
lack of help should not have been surprising teéblzgovt; he had personally met with American
officials in Washington in 1991, and although hd Faund Senator Bob Dole sympathetic to his
dilemma he felt "the Bush administration had noemsthnding of the Yugoslav crisi§? It was
for these sort of reasons undoubtedly that wheadabl¢ Adil Zulfikarpasi in July of 1991
whether Izetbegovihad received any offers of foreign support, Izgth& had to admit that he
had not:*

To be fair though to I1zetbeg@vand most of the top Bosnian officials, they wériaking

that even if the international community might podmise to get involved before the war, once

132t is important to note that the American ambaesaal Yugoslavia Warren Zimmerman, who probably
was the most sympathetic high-ranking officialte heeds of the Bosnians at the time, admittedhéhat

did not press as hard as he should have for theegeapers — yet another example of a bureaucratigho
not want to do battle against the forces of inerfiais in spite of the fact that he liked I1zetbeigaand
thought the leader was doing everything he coulgrtanote peace. As Zimmerman writes, “I noted
during the conversation [in late October 1991]rederate nature of Izetbegé'd views and his charity

to people — Tdman, the JNA leadership, the Bosnian Serbs — whe vewiling him in the most scabrous
way.” Also significant is Zimmerman'’s observatitivat the only person Izetbegé\seemed to trust in the
government was his own daughter Sabina, who waayala ubiquitous presence in his office answering
the phone and greeting visitors. Apparently |zgth& had no Harry Hopkins-type figure he could rely on
for help and guidance through the heavy thicket3alkan politics. Warren Zimmerma®yigins of a
Catastrophel72-174.

133 Robert L. HutchingsAmerican Diplomacy and the End of the Cold War:l#sider's Account of U.S.
Policy in Europe, 1989-199@Vashington D.C. and Baltimore: The Woodrow Wilsoenter Press and

The Johns Hopkins University Press, 19%215.

134 plija I1zetbegové, Inescapable Questions : Autobiographical Notemns. Saba Rissaluddin and Jasmina
Izetbegowvt (Leichester, England: The Islamic Foundation,3)089, 94.

135 Kuperman, “Tragic Challenges,” 125.
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the war actually started and Europe and Americaredorrified at the carnage that the Serbs
were causinghenthey would intervene and stop the madness. Comsglthe fact though that
the Europeans would only send a few thousand lbsitseless (and at times worse than useless)
U.N. peacekeepers over the next three and a hail$ yand that American troops would not be in
Bosnia untilafter the war was actually over (although of courseAheerican-led NATO did
bomb the Serbs sporadically in 1994 and quite gelnin 1995), it is easy to say in retrospect
that this hope was obviously severely misguided.itias this policy that they decided to go
with and which determined the moves that the |zgilié government made not only before but
also during the war as well, right up to the Dayfatords in November of 1995. Indeed, a
major downside of this policy was that it in effechde I1zetbegovistuck in a way that limited

his options and forced him into a corner which middlapossible for him to consider certain
choices over the years that might have been Hett&osnia.

To get back now to the time period right after 1880 elections where we left off, it
should be said that in one sense at least Izetbeg@s willing to be flexible, insofar as he was
determined to provide at leagimemilitary strength for his nation through his owrsoerces —
hence the development of the Patriotic League g & December of 1990 and the first few
months of 1991, a military force which was beholttethe SDA party and not to the general,
coalition Bosnian governmeht. Izetbegow and his close advisors had decided upon thisractio
almost right after the recent elections when ttimias of the three major ethnic political parties
showed how brittle their coalition of convenieneally was. Unlike during the end of the
campaign when the three political parties were @blee lovey-dovey with each other, when they
actually had to govern they were almost immedia@tlgach others’ throats. Perhaps the
passions unleashed over the last year inside as@lelBosnia had just been too much for the

nationalist leaders and their parties, and ongmimer the only people they felt they could trust

1% Steven L. Burg and Paul S. Sholipe War in Bosnia-Herzegovina: Ethnic Conflict dntérnational
Intervention(Armonk, NY: M.E. Sharpe, Inc., 1999), 63 and Matila Hoare,How Bosnia Armed
(London: Saqi Books, 2004), 29-30.
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were their own ethnic kin. This could be very gasien right after the elections had barely been
concluded when the SDA, HDZ, and SDS respectiviélyeaformed purges of the various local
governments in Bosnhia where they were each domisantething that Izetbegavior his part
apparently did nothing to stop. In Sarajevo, faraple, the Muslim-dominated SDA managed to
dominate the central Bosnian government, undouptdking Serbian and Croatian fears of
Muslim dominance at least as far as Bosnia ast@ sts concerned. So much then for the
democratic ideals Izetbeg@éunad earlier expressed at the Sarajevo Holiday-Itirey were to be
replaced by an authoritarianism that tended teedid public opinion and was often insensitive
to the rights and fears of the different ethnicugp®and those with different political sympathies.
One suspects that even at this early point Izethégersonally felt that some sort of
accommaodation with the Serbs would be remarkalfficdit to achieve, and that in spite of
whatever noble efforts he might attempt conflicevamany ways inevitable and therefore there
was a need to arm secretly.

And so it went — for the next fifteen months uthié advent of the war the situation in
Bosnia remained bleak, and although the two mdpyeps during all of this — I1zetbegévand
Karadzt (and behind this latter figure, his patron Milogein Belgrade, as well as to a certain
extent the Bosnian Croat leadership #mer patron in Zagreb, Tdman) — did in some ways try
to alleviate the stress and find some way out efithpasse, it is hard to avoid the conclusion that
their positions were mostly set and that there httées that could have been done to avoid war in
1992. For in essence the matter was really faiyple — at the end of the day Izetbegavas
not willing to do anything that would put Bosniadem Serbian contrair that would compromise
Bosnia’s territorial integrity, and Karad4vas never willing to accept a situation in whibk t
Serbs within Bosnia would be in a minority. It waasircle that just could not be squared. What
is critical then is to try to empathize with theusitions they felt they were in and the limitations
they faced, assess them honestly, and determingherttbere were really no ways out for either

one of them. By doing this we can hopefully anstherimportant question which obviously
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continues to divide many people — Who weally responsible for the outbreak of war and who
should the onus really be applied to? To deterrfiige it is necessary to critically evaluate the
statesmanship and character not only of I1zetbégthve subject of this thesis, but also to an
extent that of Karadgj since the actions of one were highly contingenthe actions of the other
during this critical time. In order to understdmdtbegowt, we also have to understand
Karadzt.

One very important issue to consider is whethetblzgow should have done more to
create a government that had more checks-and-tedamz would seem much more secure for
the Serbs. Basically he subscribed to the one-praayvote principle, that government should be
based on the majority and that no reference ta@thishould be made. The problem with this,
of course, was that two ethnic groups like the husland Croats could always form a coalition
that would enable them to outvote the Serbs, feiaimce on an issue like the independence of
Bosnia over which they would strongly disagreeisient against the sort of maneuvering
which occurred during the Titoist era, when the @amists worked hard at achieving a kind of
consensus in which one group did not get out @f &ind all groups felt protected.

Izetbegowvt could have provided some reassurement to the 8srhdy creating some
government mechanism which would give more vetogydw the Serbs, but there is no
indication that such an effort was even attemptddch attention has been given to Karat¥i
“highway to hell” speech in October of 1991, buthzgs the even more significant event
occurred after the Serbian delegation had walkéafine Bosnian parliament and the remaining
Croat/Muslim members voted on the sovereignty afrid@ through the so-called
“Memorandum.” Although this memorandum paid soipesérvice to affirming the rights of
minority groups, it provided no real mechanismd¢bas a brake on any potential tyranny of the
majority. In other words, Croats and Muslims couldheory simply form coalitions and out-
vote the lesser represented Serbs on any issueflsamthat certainly had a precedent in earlier

times (e.g. under the Habsburgs, when Croats arsfitsiand a few Serbs were able to block
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meaningful land reform which would have benefiteel Serb peasants). There had been the
creation of a “Council for National Equality,” inly of 1990 that might have been given some
teeth to act as a brake on legislative control,thece was also some consideration concerning
the creation of two houses of parliament, one natiand one regional (something supported by
the more moderate Serb Nenad Kecmafiaince he felt that Bosnia was not ready for a tru
civil society and real democratic governance, d&ad thnuch power needed to be given to certain
Bosnian regions where Serbs would be able to haveader say), but the Muslims and Croats
decided not to adopt the&2.

Yet in criticizing lzetbegoi for this, one has to also consider the probletdaradzt
and whether he would have used his veto powepnudent and conscientious manner, or if at
this point he was too much a creature of radiciibnalism and of MiloSevi and would have
used the veto to simply repudiate any decisionnuehas fellow Serbs did not like. The evidence
seems to mostly support the latter. Even befael890 elections KaradZhad shown that he
was totally unwilling to accept any situation theft Bosnian Serbs in the minority,
notwithstanding any goodwill that the rest of Basmiight promise. This can be seen in the
decision at this time to create an ‘An All Serb &®bly’ in the important Bosnian city of Banja
Luka and other Bosnian cities where a significamhber of Serbs resided and which was seen a
clear threat to the Bosnians to not support thebtishment of an independent Bosnian stite.
In defense of this uncompromising stance Karadi&s often bullying and bellicose, in his
“highway to hell” speech of course but also in othierances he gave as well. Zimmerman, for
instance, notes often in his memoir Karét&lack of perspective and moderation, how thestatt
would call Croats “fascists” and Muslims “Islamfanatics,” or would argue that since the Serbs

were more rural they were entitled to a much lasire of Bosnian territory, and so fofth.

137 Burg and ShoupThe War in Bosnia-Herzegovina6-79.

138 Neven Andjelt, Bosnia-Herzegovina: The End of a LegéRyprtland, OR and London: Frank Cass
Publishers, 2003), 178.

139 Zimmerman, 175, 180.
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Still, part of being a statesman is knowing whedeal, even with other leaders who are
rather unattractive — like Karadzi This brings us to the question of whether I1zgthv& should
have compromised and agreed to one of the two it@popeace proposals that came to him and
which, theoretically at least, could have averted.Whe first of these was the so-called Belgrade
Initiative that came about in July of 1991, whidslzally involved Bosnia remaining in a rump
Yugoslavia without Croatia or Slovenia, and in exohe Belgrade would not support any SAOs
in Bosnia and would respect Bosnia’'s sovereigttgtbegowve, probably more aware of the
dangers and risks of declaring independence thatidweed publicly or to certain hard line
members of his party by this time, at first accdptes agreement but then repudiated it after
hardliners in his party apparently protested thadria would simply continue to be a victim of
MiloSevi¢'s aggression by staying within Yugoslavia.Critics of various persuasions have ever
since condemned lIzetbegévor his decision, seeing in it his rejection o thnly possibility at
that point for avoiding a dreadful war that he héth&new the Bosnians were not prepared for.
Adil Zulfikarpa$ic, who was one of the originators of the plan, is ohthe harshest, arguing that
not only would his plan have averted war but it ldduave also have provided for “Bosnia’s
independence” and the Muslims’ being recognizeare&thnic group, as a nation.” Milovan
bilas concurs with this and believes the plan wasnsed on the idea that the Serbs and

Muslims would always be on equal footing in a ruvygoslavia™**

Kuperman quotes
approvingly Steven Burg and Paul Shoup, two ofnlest detached scholars of the Bosnian
conflict, who argue that this plan might have baegood one for the Bosnians to have agreed to
since it would have headed off war and Bosnia rikelty would have been able to retain many
of her rights as a republic in a rump Yugosld¥fa.

Yet as Burg and Showgisoargue (and as Kuperman fails to mention that tisy

argue), it is doubtful that the Serbs themselveslavaltimately have agreed to this plan, or at

140 Kuperman, “Tragic Challenges,” 126-127.
141 Adil Zulfikarpasit, The BosniaKLondon: C. Hurst and Company, 1998), 164-165.
142 Kuperman, “Tragic Challenges,” 146.
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least Zulfikarpa&'s version of it since it called for such thingsths uniting of the SandZak
region of Serbia — a region with a large numbeviaslims — with Bosnia, and gave the Bosnians
more power than MiloSetiwould have been comfortable witl. But a more fundamental
objection is that the ZulfikarpaSproposal was rather naively premised on the idaaMiloSeve
was a sensible, pragmatic statesman who in spa# bé had done would now suddenly reform
and become a great respecter of Muslim rights.s&heho think that Bosnians should have given
peace a chance and had such a faith in a new MitoBave to ignore a lot of things he did

during the late 1980 and early 1990s. And evdrisftrue that MiloSevd was ultimately an
opportunistic politician who would as easily switchpeace as commit to war, no sensible person
had any illusions that given a pretext or oppotyuMiloSevi¢ could just as easily go back on his
promises and become tyrannical again.

Yet even if armchair historians are willing to giMiloSevt and the Bosnian Serbs the
benefit of the doubt, the point is ultimately mdt; all of the evidence seems to demonstrate
that the Bosnianthemselvesvere not. In the end the Belgrade Initiative @iolly could not have
happened if for no other reason than that all thdse were not Serbs would never have allowed
it. We have already seen that one of the reasoasi&us favored Izetbeg@vover Zulfikarpasi
was because the latter was seen as too accomnptiatime interests of Belgrade, and there is
little reason to believe that the mentalities obBians had changed a year later as far as this issu
was concerned. Even Kuperman quotes an importasniBn official who admitted that
“average Bosnians” saw officials like Zulfikarpasis weak “quislings.... of the [MiloSeji
regime” for their proposal of such a p/H#h.

Still, it is always possible that MiloSéwvould have been magnanimous in victory and
realized that the eyes of the international comityumould be on him, thus doing all he could to

treat a Bosnian republic in Yugoslavia with gengyognd respect. Another indictment to make

143Burg and ShoupThe War in Bosnia-Herzegovina2.
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of Izetbegout then is that in his rejection of the Belgradei#ttive he - as a democratic
representative of the people, had an obligation tbgresent to the Bosnian public the harsh
reality of what his rejection would mean - whictihst the price of not remaining in Yugoslavia
would almost certainly be war. Or to go even farttperhaps he should have put it on the
shoulders of the Bosnians to decide whether theytedto remain in a rump Yugoslavia and
take their chances on a reformed Milogevlo put the matter another way, it was the Basnia
like the people of any democratic society - andinetbegow and his cronies who had the right
to decide whether they wanted either an unjustepeafustice at a terrible price, and lzetbegovi
was wrong in denying them this choice. The probkgth this though is that if Izetbegdvhad
asked the people to decide on this issue througfeeendum or what-not and they voted to
refuse the Belgrade Initiative, then Karaddnd MiloSevt could have seized upon this
repudiation as evidence that the Bosnian people weinterested in peace and could care less
about the rights of the Serbian people. Hence wvitherserbs initiated war it could be more
easily justified as not a war of aggression bufpdjma military action designed to protect the
Serbs, something the international community migive been willing to accept. Another
problem is a more obvious one, namely the difficleetbegowt would have had in trying to
explain to the Bosnian people why they had to &&eliving under a MiloSe¥iregime. No
democratic politician likes to admit failure, armbibegowt was understandably no exception to
this general rule.

The second peace plan (or plans, to be more pregsiiece different versions of the plan
were proposed over a number of months from Febridity July 28 1992) was the Cultileiro
Negotiations, led by the EC mediator Jose Cutijeutnich called for a united Bosnia with
national regions. Kuperman argues that even bélfiese negotiations Karadzand other Serb
leaders had offered Izetbegéwuch a cantonization plan, in which the differethinic groups
would have had control over the cantons in whidirthroup was in the majority, and these

cantons would be non-contiguous so their plan coatde seen as supporting the partition of
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Bosnia. Izetbego¥¢iand other Bosnian Muslim leaders were initiallportive of it and it was
thought that peace was at hand, but then yet &gadiliners within Izetbegogis party
pressured him into doing an about-face and he eapledjecting this plan. Later during the
Cutileiro Negotiations other cantonization planseveffered, significantly the March 18 one
which would have given Muslims the same amouneunftbry as Serbs and far fewer Muslims
would have lived in cantons as minorities than SemCroats. During these negotiations
Izetbegovt demonstrated his typical flexibility of convictipfirst agreeing to a cantonization
plan because of heavy pressure from Cutileiro - thineatened to withdraw recognition of
Bosnia if 1zetbegovi did not agree to it — then repudiating it wheridier got slammed by party
members in Sarajevo. Later Izetbegowpuld agree to the March 18 cantonization plaenth
repudiate it about a week later, and then at tideofiMarch agree to the principle of
cantonization once again, with his flip-flops belmgsed on fear of losing international
recognition of Bosnia if Europe and the Americamsught he was not doing his part to promote
a peaceful solution by supporting cantonizatiomgaifh, Kuperman argues, peace could have been
had but Izetbegoviand the hard-liners in the SDA blewt.

Yet Kuperman ignores some good reasons for whipégmvit and others would be
unsatisfied with these various proposals. Conogrttie original plan before the Cuteilo
Negotiations that KaradZand others were so wild about, for instance,sigaeed an

overwhelming amount of the territory of Bosniahe tSerbs even though their population was

%|bid., 131-137, 159. A brief mention should be madeuatite increased role of the Americans at this
time. After Germany and the rest of Europe recogphiCroatia and Slovenia at the end of 1991, Araeric
decided to take a more active role in the Balkantsstarted to push hard for the recognition of Bosis
well. So although the U.S. had promised no miliid, there was a still a sense on the part of the
Bosnians that the Americans were getting on thieana that down the road they would be willing to
provide some kind of military assistance. The ddait for so long had seemed closed, was now open.
That was enough for the Bosnian leadership, whe walling to seize upon the slightest actions gasi
that the international community would be theréhatend to save them. This sort of faith tookitrag
proportions, as when the first UNPROFOR Commaneeu shop in Sarajevo in mid March of 1992 in
order to calm things down there, although his afgarisdiction was actually Croatia — this serhassage
to the Bosnians that the U.N. might intervene isiida in a military capacity. Gowriumph 210 and
Robert J. DoniaSarajevo, A BiographgAnn Arbor, Ml: The University of Michigan Press)@6), 299-
300.
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smaller than the Muslims, and if it was not a piarti per se then it was certainly partition-lite
with the Bosnian Serb held areas being easily atidedo Serbia — these things would have
certainly been difficult for Izetbega¥/to explain to his people (and was perhaps onkeof t
reasons why the hardliners in Izetbegvparty told him to reject it)*® And as far as all of
these plans were concerned, none of them providgdeal enforcement mechanism for
guaranteeing Bosnian’s territorial integrity andplmeg to assure that the Serbs on the east and the
Croats on the West would not be able to assert thach into cantons that were theoretically
Bosnian but in a reale factosense simply parts of a greater Croatia or Setdiader the 18
March cantonization plan, for instance, there wasense of whether there would only be a
federal army or if all the regions would have tteim army, and each national region would
have been able to have foreign relations with osteies as long as the maintenance of Bosnia
was maintained — a sure recipe for endless disjatiegeen the different ethnic groups. It was
not for nothing that KaradZiasserted that the March 18 plan created threerdiff Bosnias. So
the Bosnians were not just throwing away a chaacedace because they wanted to have total
control over Bosnia without any sort of regionalcanomy — they could rightly argue that all of
these peace plans simply provided a slippery slopepartitioned Bosnia in all but narf{é.

In rejecting what they regarded as unjust peaseshough, were Izetbegé\and other
Bosnian officials doing something just as bad tgtotheir affirmation of a united Bosnia in
which the Muslims would be in the majority and ihieh they would be seen as a threat to the
Christians living there? To be sure, in at leasta ways the Izetbegdvied government was
just as corrupt and illiberal as were their non-Maosounterparts. Yet to say that Izetbegovi
was simply just as bad as, say, Karad&Eems to miss some important distinctions betwissn
movements and what they represented. In evaluKingdzt and his SDS, and to an extent the

Croatian HDZ, it is rather difficult to see themlssng anything other than fundamentally crude
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and belligerent in the methods they used to advr@ieagendas. Before the war there is no
evidence that Izetbegavadvocated a policy in which Muslims violently thtened other
Muslims who seemed to be too friendly to the Sealyghenomenon that was quite common with
the Bosnian Serbs during this time. Izetbegowver gave a public interview like the one
Tudman did, when in July of 1991 the latter quite kigradmitted without any sense of guilt
that he and MiloSevihad wanted to divide up Bosnia. Or consider atsnost likely performed
by the JNA, who leaked a story to the 21 Novemi&&1lissue of the tabloi@lobodna Bosna
which said that SDS paramilitaries were gettinglye® attack Sarajevo and that the JNA was
helping them — this sort of thing was clearly desig to frighten and intimidate the Bosniaffs.
There was also something rather dispiriting alloethationalisms of KaradZor
somebody like the Croat leader Mate Boban — whogegs were pulled by Tdman — that
contrasted greatly with the liberalism of the m&wybs, Croats, and Muslims who believed in a
multi-ethnic, democratic Bosnia. On the one hdmeile were the Croats like the Franciscans, an
order which went back to the Middle Ages when thiest started to evangelize those uncouth
Slavs, who nobly advocated a united Bosnia whéretlahicities would be able to live together
peacefully. On the other hand there was the Crodthan, who had simple contempt for the
Bosnian Muslims, seeing them just as Islamized Graw&o had no right to land that properly
should just be annexed to Croatia. There wasdititra then of being Bosnian, that was upheld
by all the ethnic groups who saw no contradictietween being a Serb and belonging to the
Bosnian nation, and which at the same time wassadty denied by nationalists like KaratlZi
who saw no sort of compatibility between the tvldhe fact that this tradition had perhaps not yet
had the time or ability to have made Bosnia a tratéon at this point in time does not mean that
this idea of Bosnia did not exist, or that becaam®e Bosnians too naively overemphasized the

cosmopolitanism of Bosnia that this meant that stadmopolitanism was untrue. The idea of

18 For these incidents see Tim Jud@he Serbs, History, Myth, and the Destructionwgdslavia(New
Haven, CT: Yale Nata Bene, Yale University Pre€9®, 195-196, 198.
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Bosnia did exist, and its cosmopolitanism was teung, even if Izetbego¥/s advocacy of these
values was less than might be desired, his perfocmevas still better than Karad& or those of
other nationalist leaders.

Yet even if Izetbegovis behavior was in many ways more noble and notyea
extreme as others before the war, was it stilimobtany ways rather poor? Did he not fail to live
up to his responsibilities as a leader who hacdetadutely sensitive to the feelings and sentiments
of other ethnicities in a multi-ethnic nation timatd had more than its fair share of inter-ethnic
violence in the past? To an extent, yes, but ongt miso acknowledge the limitations he faced
and the difficult circumstances of the time. Cdesilzetbegowi's efforts to publicly curry favor
with influential Islamic nations abroad, which notnaturally reinforced the suspicion that in
spite of whatever liberal pieties he might espangaublic to show that he was a great democrat,
deep down he was simply a theocrat who had fundeingtrsensibilities. He visited in February
1991 Libya and then Turkey, where observers notibatlhe refused to pay homage at the grave
of the man who had helped to secularize Turkeym#&eAtatiirk'*® A few months later in May
Izetbegowt visited Iran. Finally in July 1991 Izetbegévraveled again to Turkey and asked that
Bosnia be able to join the Organization of thentgstaConference, a forum which many saw as

having fundamentalist tendencies. All of thesertwres to Islamic nations were seen as

provocative to many, especially of course to thdS8° Yet it is hard to see what choice

149 This repudiation of Atatiirk is significant to npfer it suggests Izetbegas strong aversion (along
with many other prominent Islamic thinkers durihg 23" century) to the idea of secularism, or of the
separation of religion and state which Ataturk stly represented. As the scholar of Islam Bermangis
argues, what many Muslim “fundamentalists” - aniiegise term in Lewis’ eyes — have agreed on is the
need to roll back many secularizing reforms angadack “to the holy law of Islam and the Islamic
political order.” Bernard Lewidslam and the WegNew York and Oxford: Oxford University Press,
1993), 184-185. To allude to this imprecision faffdamentalist” though, the interesting questioask is
whether that term really describes IzetbedoVn other words, although Izetbegéwdid believe in the
need for some Islamic customs to exist within Bagfor example the liberal restrictions of alcobot
pornography he advocated in the SDA platform), dbedact that he apparently also believed in aerta
liberal ideas as well (again, those democraticideam the SDA platform) make him still a
fundamentalist? It will be instructive to lookkis conduct during the Bosnian War in an attempt to
formulate an answer.

%0 These actions were indicative of a problem Izetb&ghad, which was his unwillingness to recognize
that he had to be a good politician and be vergfaawvith his words, as well as be aware of how
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Izetbegovt had here, since there was a need for him to deadser relations with Islamic
nations so that he could acquire weapons and @hes of assistance from them in the case of
war. Perhaps harder to understand is somethiadditbego\d’'s unwillingness to
unequivocally condemn hislamic Declaration not only before but after the 1990 elections as
well, which made it that much easier for his oppda¢o question his motives. On around 23
May 1991, for instance, Karadanot unreasonably - although undoubtedly he haialt

motives - in a press conference asked Izetbédowpublicly disown théeclaration something
that as we have seen Izetbegaapparently never dif* But again, one must acknowledge that
Izetbegovt perhaps faced certain constraints, in this casédnd-line faction of the SDA who
might have been angered by such a dramatic attemipis part to ingratiate himself with the
Bosnian Serbs and Croats.

On a more mundane level, one can point to thetf@attizetbegon either did not or was
unable to do anything about ethnic favoritism at glovernment level, with corruption and
paralysis continuing to affect government rightaphe eve of war. In the Bosnian parliament,
for instance, Muslim members would leave sessiomsdy. For a member of a delegation to the
Federal Parliament, rather than the required Yaypshe SDA sent a Muslifi? And so on. To
be sure, all three of the major ethnic politicatties did these sort of shenanigans, but that is
exactly the point — Izetbegavivas just as bad as the others as far as thisyoest corruption

was concerned and was not able to rise aboveanhdlprovide an example of dispassionate, fair

seemingly innocent actions on his part could bestard in a very different way by others. Consier
interview Izetbegovi gave when he was just starting his career asiticgol — he was asked whether there
should besharialaw in Bosnia, and he answered no. But then &xgibic asked rhetorically, “But if you
think about it... what is wrong with the Shari'adtiess humane to cut off a man’s hand than to take
several years from his life in prison? You cuttbi hand, it is done. | don’t know. I'm justriking out
loud.” Brian Hall,The Impossible Country: A Journey Through the Dasts of YugoslaviéBoston:

David R. Godine, Publisher, Inc., 1994), 162.

131 John Schindletnholy Terror: Bosnia, Al-Qa’ida, and the Rise@ibbal Jihad(St. Paul, MN: Zenith
Press, 2007), 53-54, 64-65. Concerning his todslamic nations Izetbegaviisplays his typical
nonchalance, seemingly ignorant that such overtmight have made others legitimately nervous abaut
intentions. Also consider his remarkably mild centhation of the Iranian justice system; all hetbasay
is that “Iranian laws on murder and drugs are \strigt.”

152 Neven Andjekt, Bosnia-Herzegovinal95-196.
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leadership that members of all ethnic groups inngosould look up to. lzetbegdis
unwillingness or inability to create a broad coafitduring the 1990 campaign was coming back
to haunt him now, with hardliners in his party lgeable to radicalize the SDA because the
moderates within it were too weak.

Too much should not be made of lzetbedg@vinegligence here though, especially
considering how hard it is to fight governmentatraption in any event. But let us suppose the
Izetbegovt government actually had tried to create betteegadrds which lessened corruption
within the government (e.g. prevented Muslims fronfairly dominating regional governments
where they were in the majority), or Izetbegokimself had been much more clear and vocal in
repudiating hislslamic Declarationand more forceful in arguing for a Bosnia that wvebul
guarantee the rights @l of her citizens (and actually carrying out this coitment once he
gained power) - would this have made a differend&®bably not, since the forces outside of
Bosnia were exerting such a powerful and negatiflaénce that even if Izetbegévnad been a
Vaclav Havel-like figure it would not have made rhutifference. Although Bosnian Christians
could reasonably complain about some aspects tifdgevi’'s public rhetoric as well as some of
the corruption he condoned from the elections ofdyaber 1990 to the beginning of the Bosnian
War in April 1992, it was not these complaints whigere propelling them to want to secede
from Bosnia — it was instead the Croatian and @erbiationalisms being espoused from within
and without the Bosnian republic. Compared topterocations of a MiloSegior a TuWman or a

KaradZt, Izetbegow’s pale in comparison.
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Chapter Four
War Bringing Out the Worst

Ask almost any thoughtful Serb about the Bosnian aad unless he is totally
radicalized what he will likely say in the courdette discussion is something like this: Yes, the
Serbs were not blameless during the conflict, twias a conflict that not only one but all three
ethnic groups contributed to, and it is false oomg to hold the Serbian leadership and those who
went along with them as being uniquely, or evenamesponsible, for the starting of the war
and/or the atrocities which occurred during itislan understandable sentiment, one which is not
without truth. As we have already seen, althougiblegowt may have not been as openly
threatening in his acts and rhetoric as individlikés Karadz¢é were before the war, he did do his
fair share as far as promoting an exclusivist Mastieology was concerned and making a
contribution to the boiling cauldron of Bosnia. dAduring the war itself as we shall see, along
with their Muslim counterparts many Serbs and Graatilians were victims of Bosnian
aggression, whether they were murdered or ethgicldhnsed by Bosnian forces, or were
subjected to lesser but no less-real indignitieBaignian officials. Because of all of this, it is
unsurprising that most Serbs and quite a few atsafyred scholars argue that what happened in
Bosnia was not a war of aggression at all but siragtivil war, where any sort of blame cannot
be attributed to any one side.

It is the fact that the Serbs started the war,eu@h more significantly, the way they
started it, that more than anything else make®#trdifficult, and indeed impossible, for this
thesis to be sustained. As Gale Stokes commornesdigputs it, the Serbs were not entirely
illegitimate in wanting some kind of autonomy ino@tia and Bosnia, especially since Kosovo
and the Voivodina in Serbia had been granted autons status in the earlier years of the
Yugoslav state by Tito; what was illegitimate wagrg to solve this problem not by appealing to

the international community but simply ethnicallgansing the Bosnian and Croatian territories
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of non-Serbs> Up until the outbreak of the war, it would notib®lausible to argue that in
spite of the vulgarity and provactiveness of mahtheir actions, KaradZiand his supporters
were simply playing hardball and doing all they Icoio avoid being put in the position of a
Serbian minority in a Muslim-majority state. Thaxen something like the secret arming of the
Serbs, while not admirable or ethical per se, waply the way the game was played in the
brutal world of Balkan politics, and the Serbs wsiraply a lot better at this dangerous game than
Izetbegovt and his Bosnians. Nagtyalpolitik it might have been, but still potentially
justifiable. When the Serbs decided to invade Bosrough, terrorize non-Serbs and even
murder them, and drive countless civilians outhefithomes, they crossed the line which
separates legitimate statecraft from simple banspbaMhatever the flaws of I1zetbegéwefore
and at the beginning of the war, he was not guiltthat kind of barbarism.

What Izetbegovi wasguilty of at the beginning of the war was of bermather
unprepared. When the JNA and the Bosnian Sertiatéd their vicious assault on towns like
Billena and Zvornik in eastern Bosnia, Izetbedgamd his army was already in a weak position
as it was because of the severe inferiority ofrthens, with the Serbs having a 9:1 advantage in
weaponry™>* But Izetbegovi made things worse through many of his actionsdhatin no way
be blamed on his army’s military deficit. Perh#ps strangest aspect of Izetbegts/iconduct at
this time was his trust that the JNA would simpty @ keep order in Bosnia rather than as an

arm of Serbian aggression. For example, earligdreaénd of 1991 Izetbegdévinad submitted to

153 Gale Stokes, “From Nation to Minority: Serbs iro@tia and Bosnia at the Outbreak of the Yugoslav
Wars,” Problems of Post-Communiss@, no. 6 (November/December 2005):13-14. One tajgtbble a
little with Stokes’ reasoning, arguing that Serbisnwillingness to utilize the international comniyts
help in solving their autonomy problem might novédeen terribly wrong considering the UN'’s
subsequent ineffectiveness during the 1992-1995 ®tl, Stokes’ larger point is correct.

154 peter Andreas3lue Helmets and Black Markets, The Business ofi@liin the Siege of Sarajevo
(Ithaca, NY and London: Cornell University Pres808), 26. However, Izetbegdwileserves some credit
for attempting to create an army that was trulytivethnic — a Croat was the chief of staff and ebSeas
deputy commander. A handbook printed at the tiaek thilitary emblems named after a Serbian, a
Croatian, and a Muslim historical figure, and btta Latin and Cyrillic alphabets were used. Finall
twenty percent of the army was Serb and Croato Atghe time a new Bosnian flag came out with the
medievalfleurs-de-lison it, a representation of Bosnia’s multi-ethnicitMarko Attila Hoare;The History
of Bosnia: From the Middle Ages to the Present Rapndon: Saqi, 2007), 366-367.
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the late 1991 JNA order for the Bosnian TOs (Terid Defense units, or local army units within
Bosnia) to give up their remaining weapons to #uefal army, although this order was at times
not obeyed at the local leveF. This sort of action made no sense, since Izettiédmd already
seen how the JNA had pummeled Croatia and drivepajulations there in 1991 — how could
he have expected the JNA to have treated Bosnidiffieyently? Since the role of the JNA had
always been that of a federal army designed tcepreghe entire state of Yugoslavia anyway,
why was it going to act to preserve order in Bosifiar the she had just seceded from the
Yugoslav state?

It was also during this time that one of the mestilble episodes of a very terrible war
occurred, the murders, rapes, and ethnic cleansing®stly Bosnian Muslims who had willingly
given up their arms to their aggressors just arfemths or weeks before. This disarmament had
been a result of Izetbegdis peace efforts before the war started, in whieth&d exhorted
Bosnians to demonstrate their pacifistic intentibpselinquishing their arms to the JNA.
Amazingly, many Bosnians listened to their presiger complied, undoubtedly further
stimulating the aggression of the Serbs and sevdmelinishing the morale of those Bosnians
who realized during the first few months of the weat they had been taken for fools by just
giving away their arms to their eventual murderdBsit because Izetbeg@is strategy
apparently dictated that the Bosnians be seerctimgiat the beginning of the war, this action
makes some sense since if the Bosnians had opeptyheir weapons then the Serbs could have
argued that they were being intransigent, andrttegnational community might have seen the
Bosnians as just one of the warring parties irvi \siar.

Finally, any nationwide coordinated plan of defewss lacking as far as many of the
government officials in cities and towns of Boswiare concerned, with many of them simply
having no idea of what to do when war started. éxample, at the beginning of the Serbian

offensive the Muslim and Croatian-controlled mupatiassembly in Modrica would not mobilize

155 Marko Attila HoareHow Bosnia Arme@London: Saqi Books, 2004), 23.
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the local territorial defense units for fear ofagunizing local Serb§® Or consider what Amir
Karadzt, who was in Prijedor when the war started, told tiié¢hen we had a curfew in the
morning, so | knocked on my mayor’s door and sailliin, “You were my language professor,
now mayor, tell me what | should do!" He answerédpn’t know.” Disappointing answer for
me!"**" Considering that the mayors and administratoesfew towns and cities were able to
take the initiative on their own and provide somenf of resistance for a time - in the eastern
city of Tuzla, for instance, Serbs, Muslims, anddis worked together to put up a defense until
May 1992°%- it is interesting to speculate what a well-caoated, guerilla warfare-type action
on the part of the towns and cities of Bosnia mitgte accomplished against a Serbian aggressor
that, all of their armament superiority notwithstang, were often quite cowardly in their fighting
capacity™® Still, the military might of the Serbs and JNAeetually told, and by the end of 1992
much of Bosnia, with the exception of central Basmiorthwest Bosnia, and isolated cities in the
east was either under Croafi&fror Serbian contrdf*

In spite of the many difficulties 1zetbegoéviow faced, there seemingly was a light of

hope shining across the ocean in the United Statesre the-then governor of Arkansas Bill

%5 Marko Attila Hoare How Bosnia Armeds3.

157 Amir Karadzt, interview with author, St. Louis, MO, 27 June 800

138 Steven L. Burg and Paul S. Shoiipe War in Bosnia-Herzegovina, Ethnic Conflict anigrnational
Intervention(Armonk, NY: M.E. Sharpe, Inc., 1999), 129-130.

139 |ndeed, throughout the war Serbian soldiers dichawe to display courage in combat all that often,
with their targets often being unarmed civiliansovthey fired at with heavy weapons from long disem
And again, they could be quite cowardly — one prant example of this involved a Serbian unit whoeve
told that they would either fight or take off afitheir clothes, including their underwear. Thédgrs
chose to do the latter. Albert W. Wohlstetter, “@neg a Greater SerbiaThe New Republjd August
1994, 26.

180 At around the beginning of the summer in 1992 aflem separatists in Herzegovina (where Bosnian
Croats were densely populated in many areas)nigfiiied to assert control over much of this region.

181 sabrina Rameflhe Three Yugoslavias: State-Building and Statetineation, 1918-200%Washington
D.C. and Bloomington, IN: Woodrow Wilson Center $&g@nd Indiana University Press, 2006), 433.
Izetbegow's spirits were undoubtedly not lifted when BoutBsutros-Ghali, the General-Secretary of the
United Nations, told Izetbegavat around this time that “The international comitwis currently in favor
of the Muslim population of Bosnia and is sendingnianitarian assistance to you. [By contrast] lldou
give you a list of countries who are receiving moeghand whose problems are considerably more diffic
than those faced by Bosnia.” A few months eaBieutros had been “inclined to agree” with what Lord
Peter Carrington said about Bosnia, which was‘thatSerbsare wicked, but so are the others.” Boutros
Boutros-GhaliUnvanquished: A U.S.-U.N Safjdew York: Random House, 1999), 42, 51.
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Clinton was running a competitive campaign to uhBeasident Bush. One of Clinton’s major
foreign policy themes was Bush'’s ineffectivenesthenBalkans and the need to do more there
(e.g. bombing Serbian targets), with his sayingristance on 2 August 1992, “If the horrors of
the Holocaust taught us anything, it is the higbt @ remaining silent and paralyzed in the face
of genocide. We must discover who is responsiiiiéhfese actions and take steps to bring them
to justice for these crimes against humant{.’Such rhetoric naturally gave Izetbegolibpe

that with the potential inauguration of a Clintaimanistration at the beginning of the next year,
the power of the U.S. could be brought to bearrejé@erbian and Croatian aggression.

This trust in the assistance of the Clinton adstiation, who were elected in November
of 1992, was undoubtedly influential in 1zetbedgdwidecision to at times not support the
Vance/Owen Peace Plan, the earliest of variousgsadp during the Bosnian war which were
aimed at ending the fighting. This plan, whiclessence divided Bosnia into 10 cantons under a
weak central government, while not actually reptatldy the Clinton administration, was never
strongly defended by them either since it was ssesimply rewarding Serbian aggression.
Izetbegovt was able to pick up on this lack of enthusiasmalondg with the Bosnian Serbs was
able to obstruct its development through the autarmhwinter of 1992/1993; Vance/Owen
eventually died. It was replaced by suggestioas @inton would endorse the “Lift and Strike”
Plan, which aimed to end the arms embargo thabbad imposed on all of the Yugoslav nations
the previous year, and to have NATO bomb Serbisgeta. Although Izetbegad/s military
difficulties had increased even more by this puiith the beginning of clashes with the Bosnian

Croats a few months earli€f,creating what would soon be a war on not onewatftonts*®* he

%2 Hanna Rosin, “I did the best | couldihe New Republj&@ August 1995, 14. Such words were
naturally music to the Bosnians’ ears, inspiringnthto tell American reporters how much they admired
Clinton’s campaign rhetoric about how he would daégher on the Serbs than Bush and how he would lift
the arms embargo. David Halberstaiar in a Time of Peace: Bush, Clinton, and the @Ga&s¢New

York: Touchstone, 2001), 198, 225.

183 A good summary of the sort of machinations thativem between the various parties during the
Vance/Owen process as well as of the genesis fifahd Strike” can be found in Burg and Shotlipe

War in Boshia-Herzegovin214-252. See also David Halberstaigr in a Time of Peacd 97-198, 224,
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could still be comforted by the fact that NATO wo@pparently soon get into the act with air
strikes against Serbian targets and that he wailable to get more weapons to his severely
unarmed soldiers due to the ending of the arms mjoba&Seemingly the strategy of getting the
international community on his side had worked, altidough he had a tremendous amount of
ground to make up he could take some satisfaatiding situation after the last horrible year.
Needless to say, Izetbegéwias soon to be cruelly disappointed. Clintontftéaf the
dangers of being drawn into Bosnia and having mal $eops just as the Bush administration had
been, started to have second thoughts and decadéd give forceful support to his “Lift and
Strike” policy. Because Clinton was not fully comtted, when the Secretary of State Warren
Christopher tried to sell “Lift and Strike” at me®gs with European leaders in May 1993 they all
rather harshly said they could not support it, fidaas they were that the peace keepers they had
recently installed in Bosnia would get harmed, #rad the war could spread into other countries
and be prolonged. Instead the Europeans wanta@ate “safe areas” for Bosnians, a policy
Izetbegovt said amounted to putting Muslims on “reservationsionetheless the Americans
would eventually agree to this policy and the Bassihad to go along. About two weeks later
Christopher testified before a House Affairs Contegitand in a huge about-face said that acts of
genocide were being perpetrated byNheslimsagainstSerbs and in June he said that Bosnia
involved America’s humanitarian interests but net Yital interests. Also in June new
negotiations were being conducted in Geneva fareetway partition of Bosnia, with the
Muslim area only being 23% of the territdfj,and the diplomat David Owen put pressure on

Izetbegowvt by supporting his rival Fikret Abéli- who had earlier simply left his place in the

184 The cause of the war between the Bosnians and€Omeomplex, with Sabrina Ramet seeing a myriad
of causes: Téman’s encouragement of succession in Hercegoviraarrival ofmujahideerwho struck

fear into the hearts of Croats, propaganda frorh biates which further stoked fears, the unwillirggef
Bosnian Croat soldiers to fight under the Bosniams, so on. Sabrina Ram&he Three Yugoslaviag33-
436.

185 David Halberstam\ar in a Time of Peac@24-231 and Burg and Shoufhe War in Bosnia-
Herzegovina254, 264-266.
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presidency to go back to his fiefdom in Bihtend who was now openly supportive of making a
deal with the Serb¥?

Along with these terrible signs coming from theeimational community was the bad
situation on the military front. The Bosnians wetdfering from a severe shortage of arms at
this time, with only one out of two soldiers evegirly able to field a gun as late as the end of
1993°" — this while trying to fight against two armiessiltaneously. The Serbs had managed to
widen the so-called Brcko corridor on 12 July 1988rucial strip of land in northern Bosnia
which linked the Serbs in Croatia and in westersrB® with the Serbs in Serbia and eastern
Bosnia (basically a conduit for weapons flows bemthe Serbs in Serbia and the Serbs in
Bosnia):*® Ethnic cleansing of towns and villages aroundrisvas continuing, and the siege
of Sarajevo was well into its second year now, \thi#h poor residents there perhaps still being
capable of amazement that the international comiywas doing nothing to help theftt. Pretty
soon though this incredulousness would largely ghanto a feeling of betrayal, with the
Bosnians in plain English believing that they hadpdy been screwed by the U.S. and Europe (or
stabbed in the back, allowed to become the Paiassirof Europe — pick your metaphor).
Izetbegowvt himself started to take on a despairing toneiattiime and seemed to suggest that
some kind of partition might be inevitable. OnubyJdzetbegow gave an interview in which he

made such statements as, “Sometimes | ask mysleMy tan | live at all?”” and “I can’t accept it

186 Charles Lane, “Picked PockeThe New Republid9 December 1994, 13. This was not the firsetim
Lord Owen had shown his toughness to the Bosnidahs year before in December 1992 he had told them,
“Don't, don't, don't live under this dream that thi¢est is going to come in and sort this problem out

Don’'t dream dreams.” Rich Lowry,egacy: Paying the Price for the Clinton Ye&/gashington D.C.:
Regency Publishing, 2003), 262.

17 Sabrina Ramefhe Three Yugoslaviag34.

%8 Burg and ShoupThe War in Bosnia-Herzegovina69.

189 One reporter who had surveyed the scene in Sar#evprevious summer came across two girls whose
only English were three words they kept repeativer @and over, “U.S. military forces, U.S. military
forces....” Charles Lane, “Besieged;he New Republi@7 July 1992, 36.
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[partition], but it seems that it is becoming amyutragic reality.*”® It was definitely the worst of
times for Izetbegoviand his people.

It was the horror of what Bosnia was going througgid connected to it the failure of the
West to defend Bosnia that at least one scholarkd/lattila Hoare, sees as the key reason for
why lzetbegouw and the SDA ended up more radical and promotedra felamic-oriented state.
Since they were starting to realize that the chauwéa whole and united Bosnia were becoming
increasingly unrealistic, the reasoning goes, tidaast they could have the consolation of a
smaller nation made up mostly of Muslims which wblae more fully devoted to Islamic
principles:™ It is a very important argument to think aboutvassurvey Izetbego#/s actions
and rhetoric henceforth, for it raises what cowdchlled the functionalist/intentionalist problem
— Was it Izetbegovis desire all along to create an Islamic state iwiBosnia, as some of his
harshest critics would argue, or was it the presssaf war as well as the new situation he faced
that pushed him in this new direction? Or, to khibmmon-sensically, was it a little of both?
Since the evidence is fragmentary and there ismaksg gun to provide any sort of definitive
answer, we must be content with educated guedémsetheless, in spite of the fact that no
certainty can be provided for this question, un@eding at least might be possibfé.

For evidence of war itself making lzetbegomore nationalistic, Hoare points to a
speech Izetbego¥igave to the Bosnian parliament on 27 August 19886 the military
situation was still very precarious) where he agaidly said that Bosnia might well have to be

partitioned; at around the same time war aims \weneg developed for a Bosnia limited to only

10 0n the other hand, Izetbegéwlso said, “All my cards are in my enemies har@sll, how can |
surrender?” Along with his proclivity towards exisiveness and despair, there was almost alwags al
that fighting spirit and thirst for justice. JoRomfret, “Bosnian Mourns ‘Tragic Reality’ of Paidih,” The
Washington Posb July 1993, A1l. LEXUSNEXUS

1 Another scholar, Vjekoslav Perica, is even stromgdis emphasis on the importance of the war:
“[Because of the war] ....I1zetbeg@vbecame convinced that nothing else but the creafi@n Islamic
state.... could secure survival for Europe’s onlyvgaMuslim community.” Vjekoslav Peric&alkan
Idols: Religion and Nationalism in Yugoslav Stgfdsw York: Oxford University Press, 2002), 168.

172 This distinction between understanding and ceftaiman approach that the excellent historian John
Lukacs uses for his craft, with the latter almdstags being impossible to achieve, but the fornaar c
often be within reach.
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those areas in which Muslims were in the majoréfobe the war. Hoare also mentions a 27
September 1993 session of parliament in which teebers voted to call all Muslims Bosniaks,
a term that had traditionally referred to Bosniahall ethnicities but no longer — Bosnia would
now be considered the national home of BosniaksliMasjust as Croatia was the home of
Croats and Serbia of Serbs. The intent of thistwasfluence Bosnians into seeing their country
as a country simply for Muslims, and not one atsoJerbs and Croat§ Izetbegowt would

give an example of supporting this ethnic separatige next year by publicly condemning the
habit of many Sarajevans’ tying different natiofiags together to symbolize the multi-ethnicity
of Bosnia:"

Consider also the many refugees from smaller taamakvillages, many of whom were
more nationalistic and religiously-oriented Muslimso brought their more fervent beliefs with
them when they fled to Bosnia’s cities, thus diigtthe more secular milieus there. The war and
the perceived failure of the West to help themhigirtgreat time of need also not unnaturally
made more traditionally secularist Muslims in titees seek solace in religious belief.
Izetbegowt’s greater stress then on encouraging a more pabtcdogmatic Islam within Bosnia
as the war progressed could simply be seen aseatieh of the same phenomenon that was
going on within the Bosnians themselv&s Yet there are also certainly links which can @i
between Izetbegoé/is actions here and some of the pronouncementadieniade in hisslamic
Declarationdecades earlier. Izetbeg®'s strong stress on educating Muslims for instandee

Declaratiort® can find its counterpart in the rather heavy-haneleangelism the SDA promoted

173 Marko Attila Hoare,The History of Bosnia: From the Middle Ages to Biresent DayLondon: Sagq;,,
2007), 380-382. Hoare also mentions teeoenstitutional plan which Izetbeg@vand another SDA leader
had come up with as early as the Vance/Owen ndgotsa which called for an ‘Islamic state of Bosnia
Herzegovina’ in the cantons which the Muslims wonddeive.

" Jan Traynor, “Sarajevo Turns an llliberal Facétte World,” The Guardian(London), 15 October 1994,
27. LEXISNEXUS

75 My Serbian subject from Bosnia expressed the pimemon this way, saying that before the war most
Muslims and Christians in the cities were not veafjgious. Then she said succinctly, “Now everypad
religious.” A Serb from Bosnia, interview with awoth St. Louis, MO, 3 July 2008.

176« the struggle for the Islamic order today is foe essentials of Islam, which means ensuring the
religious and moral education of the people...” Algatbegow, Islamic Declaration 59.
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in Sarajevo during the war, where pamphlets orKitren were passed out one day at a SDA
party rally or where public schools would only alloeligious classes on Islam and not
Orthodoxy and Catholicism as well as had traditilgrizeen the practice. The Bosnian cultural
minister also said that Muslims should only marntyep Muslims, although some observers saw
this as more of a nationalistic exhortation thasl@ious one-’”

Another echo of th®eclarationcan be found in Izetbega@s efforts to ensure
uniformity within the SDA and other organizationsre of the faults of the Pakistan experiment,
he had written decades earlier, was that the Ratkiktaders had failed to have “tried and true
individuals at the head of a resolute and homogeooganization®”® During the Bosnian War,
this often translated into purging those who ditltoe the religious or political line of the SDA.
In the army for instance, the original multi-ethityof that entity began to be repudiated and
Serbs and Croats were eventually weeded out odel@to leave because of Muslim pressure.
There was also the problem of a lack of competemcthe part of officers, many of whom were
assigned to positions not because of their alblilyas a result of their devotion to Islam or the
Izetbegové government’® Needless to say, this had a deleterious impathe@army’s
performance. Individuals in professions outsidedbvernment, for example journalists, also
lost their jobs if they were not members of the SE¥A

One very important aspect of the increased Islaibizand radicalization of Bosnia
during the war years though which has received natigimtion, that of the incursion of Arab

fighters ormujahideerinto the country®! probably cannot be said to be linked to any plans

" The information in this paragraph is mostly froam Traynor, “Sarajevo Turns an llliberal Face ® th
World,” 27 and John Pornfret, “Islam Forms Loyaltgst For Bosnia’s Muslim Party; As War Drags On,
Push For Religious Conformity Spells End Of ‘Multiwral, Multiethnic’ Ideal,"The Washington Pqsi6
November 1994, A19.LEXISNEXUS.

178 plija Izetbegové, Islamic Declaration 58-59.

179 John SchindletJnholy War 199-202.

180 Mirko Pejanovic,Through Bosnian Eyes: The Political Memoirs of aiian Sert{Sarajevo: TKD
Sahinpasic, 2002), 151.

1811t is estimated that 3,000 or swijahideerwere in Bosnia during the war, with some of theayistg in
Bosnia afterwards and even forming small commusitibere they practicesharialaw. After September
11" though the Bosnian government (which Izetbegowi longer headed) really cracked down on the
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Izetbegovt might have had to make Bosnia into a more Islamaiton. There is no evidence at
all that Izetbegovi had any sympathy for the cruelty or the crudeésise mujahideefs

ideology, which would make sense since even irDbearationas we have sedre had

generally argued against the use of violence imptmg Islam except in the case of
overthrowing the state of a people who had alremadinly accepted Islam. Besides, in a practical
sense thenujahideerwere mostly nothing but trouble for Izetbegwireating havoc in central
Bosnia (where they were mostly located) througtnghimgs as their mutilations of soldiers and
civilians, ethnic cleansing of Croats, and intintida of the local Muslim populations who
tended to be totally turned off by the practiceghese long-haired and uncouth fanatics.
Izetbegovt had to let them fight though because he was sntadn the military and financial

aid of countries like Saudi Arabia and Iran, foromhmoney and arms was contingent on
allowing these fighters to come into BosHfa.Because the arms embargo was still in place and
the West would not, in the main, provide the Bossiaith any military supplies or trainir
Izetbegovt could quite reasonably argue that he was simplg@ting friends where he could

find them, a perfectly legitimate principle thattegnly has a long pedigree in the history of
foreign relations (Just consider the anti-apartlagtivists in South Africa who accepted help
from countries like the Soviet Union and Libya)s#)] truth be told, these foreign fighters were
often brave and strong soldiers and were usefutddain operations, especially near the end of

the war. The price of all of this though was aaerstigma that would be placed upon Bosnia as

mujahideenwith their even deciding to expel some Algeriam the Bosnian Supreme Court had found
innocent of any sort of terrorist action. Alma Inoait, “Wahhabism in Bosnia and Herzegovina in the
Context of Global Political Islam” (master’s thesfebster University, June 2005), 55-57.

182 peter AndreaBlue Helmets and Black Marke@8.

183 The U.S. did turn a largely blind eye to the maifjt and financial aid that a country like Iran vgiging

to Bosnia as early as 1992, and might have eveengiome sort of assistance in making sure th&tia
the Middle East arrived in Bosnia, although thisdapoint was denied by American officialbid., 110-
111.

87



a result of her becoming a terrorist base for Aidathe establishment of which was the real
motive for somenmujahideercoming to fight there in the first plac¥.

Not all the negative aspects of Izetbegts/conduct during the war should necessarily
be linked to his desire to make Bosnia a more lglawmciety. There was for instance the much
more old fashioned and mundane corruption and repdte allowed to thrive within the SDA
Izetbegowvt ran not merely a tight but a remarkably closeg,shith little room for alternate
views or disagreements — never a good thing féatesman who needs always fresh information
and who at times needs to be told things that les dot want to hear. As one high official
encapsulated the situation, “Everyone who wasrédsmt was gotten rid of. Instead of
organizing people, they were only hoping for hetpri abroad.” This lack of pro-active spirit
that the official was referring to was manifesteddxample in the lack of weapons which were
produced within Bosnia. Such military productioasawery doable, but was mostly prevented by
SDA members who were skimming the cream off theafogionations given by Middle Eastern
countries; these officials did not want to risk theney they embezzled going to Bosnian
businessmen who would actually produce weaponsceShe major problem the Bosnian
soldiers had during the war was lack of arms, thag naturally something very odious about all
of this. This problem of financial corruption aleent right up the ranks of the SDA to the
president, with political and financial patronadeaely flowing to Izetbegoviand to members of
his family like his son, Bakit®®

Even worse, this corruption probably had the coangeeffect of deadening Izetbegévi
and the SDA’s moral sense or feelings of respolitsitior human rights abuses which were

occurring under their noses. An apparent examipliei®involved the Sarajevo gangster Caco,

184 For a good analysis of teujahideerphenomenon in Bosnia and the source of much dfitbemation
listed here in this paragraph, see Even KohimaiQaida's Jihad in Europe: The Afghan-Bosnian
Network(Oxford, UK and New York: Berg, 2004), 53, 85-88, 98, 108-112, 115, 125-144.

1% peter AndreasBlue Helmets and Black Marke®9, 95-97. It is rather ironic and sad that |eetvic
indulged in political and financial corruption dogi the war, since he had strongly argued in his
Declarationyears earlier that corruption had severely compsethithe in many ways noble Islamic
revolution in Pakistan. Alija I1zetbegdyilslamic Declaration 58.
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who helped to provide order in the city during finst part of the war in exchange for the SDA ‘s
turning a blind eye to his extortion schemes anddens of Serbs. To be fair this sort of
nastiness is a perennial feature of war, with the of law at times being legitimately neglected
because energies must be devoted to other mosineoncerns. With the need to fight back
against the Serbs in the hills surrounding the dityould be argued, the Sarajevo government
officials could not always devote as much attentioresources as they would have liked to
actually policing the city, and the extreme sitoatihey were in forced them to temporarily rely
on such unsavory characters as Caco. Yet wheidegovernment finally decided that they
had had enough of Caco and his gang and raidedhisilquarters on October 1993, killing
Caco in the process, their motive for doing thisnsg to have simply been that they were fearful
of what he knew about the SDA and their shady dgsliand not the fact that he was unleashing
such chaos in the cify®

Much more significant and important is the moreagahissue how much this lost moral
sense contributed to the SDA/Bosnian governmem'sqeution of Serbs and Croats during the
war, and indeed whether much of it was pre-meditedéher than being spontaneous. As many
Serbs especially would argue, during the war thenims decided that what was good for the
goose was good for the gander, and with their patge the Muslims would in turn oppress,
murder, and ethnically cleanse Croats and Serhs. ohly difference between Muslim suffering
and Christian suffering, goes this argument, wasahly the former was reported, but if
reporters had done their jobs then they would meskzed that the Bosnians were as responsible

for terror during the war as the Serbs and CroatgwAs can be imagined, trying to find a

18 peter Andreas3lue Helmets and Black Marke®5-97 and John Schindlésnholy War 103-105. To
give another example of how war can degrade meradibilities - the Sarajevo government did not klyic
allow a water system to be installed into the aityich would have allowed Sarajevans easier acoetbmt
vital resource, one of the reasons quite possibigdthat they did not want to give up the phots-op
television images of Bosnians’ risking being shotvd by snipers while carrying their water buckets
around the city. See again Andreas, 100-103.
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satisfactory response to this regarding the Bosniimgeneral is very tricky, and in regards to
Izetbegovt even more so.

First, to get back to the intentionalist/functiaeiproblem, is there any evidence that
even before the war Izetbegéwesired any sort of ethnic cleansing or oppresagainst
Bosnian Christians that would have made it easiegdlize his supposed dream of an Islamic
Bosnia? Absolutely none — as has already beenionext twice Izetbegoviwas exactly against
this kind of violencé®’ What about when the war actually started thougdfd-it then give
Izetbegowt a green light to pursue the Islamization of Boshiaugh the expulsion of Christians
when it would have been red in a time of peace@rd'ts no evidence which can conclusively
show this. In th®eclarationlzetbegow does express great admiration for Islamic liberati
movements like those conducted against the Franglgieria and against the British in Suez,
seeing these as moving examples of the Muslim reassiag against oppressdfs- naturally a
comparison could be made with the Bosnian (madmaiply, although certainly not exclusively,
of Muslims) struggle against the Serbs and Creétispugh | have not found an example of
Izetbegovt making such an analogy during the war. One tsm@oint out that when the joint
Bosnian-Croat Federation was inaugurated in Mafd®64 (see paragraph below) only Croats
and Bosniaks were considered to be constituentigeapthe Federation constitutidii but this
exclusivist attitude could easily have stemmed ashtirom simple bitterness against the Serbs
because of their war aggression as from any desoeeate a more Islamic state.

Second, was there - for whatever reason - a daldg@olicy of persecution conducted by
the Izetbegowi government against the Bosnian Christians thatadpe attributed simply to the
sort of mindless violence that arises in the héatas? Undoubtedly the SDA at least condoned

or indirectly encouraged a general policy of disdniation against Serbs and Croats, as can easily

'87 One can also point to Izetbegésibookslslam Between East and WesidNotes where he
demonstrates in many places an admiration and ecefpeChristianity, even while he sees Islam as a
superior religion.

188 plija Izetbegové, Islamic Declaration 24-25.

189 Burg and ShoupThe War in Bosnia-Herzegovin295s.
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be seen in the just-mentioned Federation congtitutind also in such things as Serbs’ being
forced to leave their professions, and criminalarescrupulous individuals being given basically
free rein to frighten Serbs into leaving citiexlikenica, Sarajevo, and west Mostar. This was
truly sad, since thousands of Bosnian Croats anasSkroughout Bosnia had demonstrated their
fidelity to a multi-ethnic and democratic Bosniagdigying in the cities and not joining
KaradZt's or Mate Boban’s armies in the first year andali br so of the confli¢® (50,000 of
the 250,000 Sarajevans were Serbs as late as9R@)'?* By the end of 1993 most Serbs had
left the cities and had gone to the Republic obBeMontenegro, Serbia, or abroad with only
80,000-100,000 Serbs left in the Federation aftemtar->> Although Izetbegows SDA surely
was not responsible for this entire exodus, it atdeast partly. There is the even more significant
guestion of whether there was any sort of delileeBA policy to murder Christian civilians
during the war or to intently drive them out ofitHeomes that cannot be better ascribed to the
normal — if that is the best word — sort of coltatelamage that occurs in any war. To refer again
to Hoare, who carefully studied the military asgeaftthe Bosnian war, he argues that there is no
evidence of that, with his citing as an exampleBbsnian chief of staff for the first year or so of
the war Sefer Halilo¥, who was summoned to the Hague for war crimesvagtacquitted of
any sort of wrongdoing’®

Finally, we can step back to a third level and addithe even more general question of
how the sufferings of Bosnian Christians can bemganed with those of the Bosnian Muslims
during the war. Although this question touchedzetbegowt more indirectly, it can help out

somewhat with that issue of proportionality, in ative can attempt to judge in a negative sense

1% Mirko Pejanovic,Through Bosnhian Eye446-151.

1 Tim Judah;The Serbs: History, Myth, and the Destruction egdslavia(New Haven, CT: Yale Nota
Bene, 2000), 216.

192 Mirko Pejanovic,Through Bosnian Eye443. It should be added here though that Pejanaho
again is a Bosnian Serb, on page 147 is honesgértouadmit “that the SDS was by far the most emere
in implementing radical methods, and pushing itagathizers into war crimes in order to achievegbal
of an ethnically pure territory.”

193 Marko Attila HoareThe History of Bosnig383. Hoare also mentions here than unlike tleat@m and
Serbian armies who destroyed countless mosquesgdiingé war, the Bosnian army left Catholic and
Orthodox churches on the whole unharmed.
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how much separates Izetbegband his Bosnians, from say, Karaddnd his Serbs, in the harm
that he and they contributed to others during the vConsider the number of war dead from the
Bosnian war, according to one recent estimate @337, of whom 63,687 were Muslims,
24,216 Serbs, 5,057 Croats, and 877 others. Fgruwposes though the more significant —
although not more valuable or important - numbewslve civilians, since unlike the killing of
soldiers the killing of civilians caries a greaséigma, and especially if done intentionally in
which it constitutes war crimes. Here the dispabgtween Muslims and Serbs is very wide, with
30,514 Muslim civilians being killed or murdered®78 Serbian civilians being killed or
murdered?® a 15:1 ratio. This does not, of course, suggestttte loss of a Serb is any less tragic
than the loss of a Muslim. It does strongly suggfesugh that is far as the responsibility for
harm done to individual peoples, Karadzhe SDS, the JNA, the Bosnian Serb army, andcthos
Bosnian Serb civilians who supported them wergjégltier of inflicting unjust force — namely
intentional and premeditated murder — against BosMuslims in proportion to what

Izetbegowt, the SDA, the Bosnian Army, and their supportefcted against Serbs. For this
reason at least, the argument that Izetbégand his Bosnians was simply the moral equivalent
of KaradZt and his Serbs during the war is another thestsgh@so unsustainable.

Up to this point the coverage thus far of I1zetbegdnas been fairly negative, so it
behooves me to say that no individual is of one@iand any honest assessment of I1zetbégovi
and his statesmanship must also include the pedegatures he brought to his exercise of the
Bosnian presidency (admittedly, features which wereHerculean, but positive nonetheless).
One of his strengths was his ability to grab theldis attention and keep it focused on what was
happening in Bosnia for so long. Celebrities andnalists were a perennial fixture in Bosnia,
whether it was Susan Sontag staging a performanééiting for Godotvith malnourished
Bosnian actors and or actresses, or Bianca Jaggengnher appearance for a few hours at the

Sarajevo airport and then quickly flying off agaim, Timothy Garton Ash finding Sontag and the

194 Marko Attila HoareThe History of Bosnia402.
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journalists Christopher Hitchens and David Riefbrigg’s son) in a bar in Tuzla. The
shenanigans of say, a Julie Christie taking phaigigs of Bosnian children giving a ‘V For
Victory’ sign or reading poems with this line, “@g@vo, glowing white.... as a translucent china
cup....”, this may have all been a bit much for teegde of Bosnid®® but such things did after

all help to keep Bosnia on the world’s radar, ewile this did not compel the world leaders to
do much. Still, the fact that Bosnia was alwaystantelevision screen and in the newspapers
because of the actions of these journalists arebdées did at least prevent the statesmen from
ignoring what was happening, and in the end thdyakl| they had to do something.

Again, some of this at least was the doing ofdegbve, who was capable of being a bit
of the showman in his beret and military fatigués, philosopher/king who would rather be
sitting in a café and pontificating about Kant fartthe time being was simply doing his duty as
a soldier. To many reporters and Westerners notdautvas able to project the image of the
and thoughtful Muslim, a clean-shaven, articulatej often shy man who was devout but not
threatening, and certainly not at all like thosstpadark, bearded guys from the Middle East.
They should all be like thiss maybe what some of them thought. Consideresiipn
Christopher Hitchens, the prototypical examplehef hard-boiled reporter, asked Izetbegatia
1992 press conference: What did he think offtieaagainst Salman Rushdie? In Hitchens’
words, “He [Izetbegovi gave the defining reply of the “moderate” Muslisaying that he did

not like the book but could not agree to violengaiast the author:®* Probably Izetbegotis

1% Timothy Garton Ash is appropriately droll aboutatractive Sarajevan who has had to deal withethre
and a half years of war, and perhaps almost asambying journalists who zip in and then out o6Bia.
“Like it or not (and she doesn't), Dijana is a Waattelevision producer’s dream victim. Beautiful

black and white, eloquent, bitte¥ictim, the new fragrance from Calvin Klein.” Timothy Gam Ash,
History of the Present: Essays, Sketches and Delspafrom Europe in the 199Q4armondsworth,
Middlesex, England: Allen Lane, The Penguin Pr&889), 199-202.

1% Hitchens, who wrote this piece in 1992 - thahisar the beginning of the war -was also quite fieesc
when he commented, “None of the Bosnian Serbs Icowiplained of cruelty or discrimination, and where
they had heard of isolated cases they remindedatéttwas the Serbian forces who had stormed therR
Drina, thus breaching a centuries-old recognitibthe integrity of the Bosnian patchwork. If, hovee,

that patchwork is ripped to shreds and replaceld antapartheid of confessional Bantustans, those wh
like to talk ominously of Bosnian Muslim fundamelige may get their wish...” Christopher Hitchens,
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biggest catch was Bernard-Henri Levy, who did elcbuld to influence his fellow French to
support the Bosnians (e.g. he influenced Francdi®ivand to make his famous trip on June 28
1992 to open the Sarajevo airpdtt). Levy also made a film that prominently featured
Izetbegout in a positive light Bosna! - which was played at the Cannes Film Festival i#419
he and would publicly defend Izetbegbaigainst such accusations as that of being anitslam
fundamentalist®

Another virtue of Izetbego¥is was his perseverance, the flip side of his megeettable
tendency to be indecisive. Although it might sofligpant or shallow to say so, the fact is that
Izetbegové was simply able to hang in there when the goirtg@agh;®® and was able to wait
things out when Bosnia’s situation was at its dstk8 We have seen that Izetbegbuffered
hints of capitulation to partition in July of 199t whether it was because of yet again the
prodding of members of his party or simple persaoalscience, he decided against this and he —

and Bosnia — fought di* And after a few months the tide did start to tsiightly, with the

Bosnians winning a battle against the Croats omvekhber 1993 in the town of VareS. At

“Why Bosnia Matters,” inVhy Bosnia? Writings on the Balkan Wedjt. Rabia Ali and Lawrence
Lifschultz (Stony Creek, CT: The Pamphleteer’s Press, In@3),910.

19 Roger Cohen, “An Alarm for the New Europe Is ScehéFrom a Paris SaloriThe New York Time43
December 1992, Section 4, 9. LEXISNEXUS

198«A compromise with evil; If ethnic cleansing wiits Sarajevo, it will win everywhere elseThe
GazettgMontreal), 13 March 1993, B5. LEXUSNEXUS

19970 be sure, the example of Izetbegovic's persemerand resistance during the war was not always
Churchillian. One Bosnian Muslim subject remembdrew she and her friends had joked about
Izetbegovic’s once calling on the Bosnian peopbesrotest against the war by simply turning the
headlights of their cars on and off, over and @gain. A Bosnian Muslim, interview with author, St
Louis, MO, 28 May 2008.

29| discussing Izetbega¥s perseverance, it is helpful to examine one efgctions in hitslam
Between East and We8buty and Interest,” where he writes rather ma¥ynabout heroes who fail. To
Izetbegowt, one of the signs of God’s existence lies in tet that such heroes are willing to make great
sacrifices even when it totally goes against thein interests, and that they make attempts at dpiogl

in this world even when the actual possibilitiesaniving at justice are slim. ‘Alija ‘Ali 1zetbeg¢, Islam
Between East and We#tdianopolis, IN: American Trust Publicationd® 2d., 1989), 109-110. It is quite
likely that I1zetbegowi often saw himself as such a hero during the Boswiar, believing that there was
greater value in fighting on rather than accepsiome peace that would be more in the Bosnians’
“interest.”

21 Former president Bill Clinton offers this homagezetbegowi’s perseverance, writing that the United
States’ peacemaking efforts in Bosnia were “immestsly helped by the Croatian and Bosnian military
gains on the ground, and the brave and stubbousakbf Izetbegoviand his comrades to give up in the
face of Bosnian Serb aggression.” Bill Clintdy Life (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2004), 684.
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around the same time the more liberal-oriented $i¥nber Haris Silajdgj who was very
opposed to any sort of partition, was made prim@ster, an action that many saw as an example
of the Bosnians’ resolutiof’ Then a few months later the Croats and Muslinuidgel it was in
their interests to bury the hatchet and to foceg thttention on the Serbs, something that
eventually led to their signing an agreement in Nifagton in March of 1994. This Washington
Agreement, as it was called, brought about the Bos@roat Federation, the one half of the
future Bosnian state. Although by signing thisesgnent he was in essence submitting to what
would eventually end up being simply another fofrpartition separating the Bosnian Muslims
and Croats from the Bosnian Serbs, I1zetbegatleast had the consolation of knowing that his
Muslims would not just be in some mini-state stbekween what could have easily been a
greater Croatia and a greater Serbia.

Still, things had not become all that much betberzetbegou - although he did not
know it, he was facing another year and a half af. wAgain though, he continued to persevere,
yet one is hard pressed to find more to his milistrategy than simply his hanging in there and

fighting on, hoping the Europeans and the U.S. dibeicoming more involved in the conflfét,

202 Byrg and Shouplhe War in Bosnia-Herzegovinas3.

203 An important question to deal with here is whetlzetbegow and the SDA went to unjust lengths to
get the international community to sympathize witl Bosnians’ plight (in addition to the afore-
mentioned example of the SDA'’s likely delaying thstillation of a water-treatment system in Saraj@v
order to provide continual civilian targets for Bian snipers). For instance, did they go as fdao &®mb

or shoot their own people and then claim that i$ wetually the Serbs who had perpetrated thesardést
acts, in a further effort to portray themselvesiaims to the international community? Shoup &uulg
argue that the Bosnians were not above doing tintso$ thing, citing for example a detailed Novembe
1994 U.N. report which documented a mortar atthekBosnian army had conducted against a Sarajevo
neighborhood that they had control over (the Basaiany also killed a child during this attack). thsthe
more significant question though as to whetheBbsnian government or the Bosnian Muslims in gdnera
were responsible for any of the three major Samjeassacres (the 27 May 1992 breadline massaerg, th
February 1994 Markala marketplace massacre, ansettend Markala massacre on 28 August 1995),
which were instrumental in drawing the internatioc@mmunity further into the Bosnian War on theesid
of the Bosnians (the 5 August 1995 Markala markegplimassacre, for example, which the Bosnians
argued had been the result of Serbian aggressiomelled the U.S. to launch serious NATO strikes
against Bosnian Serb military targets), is somefiat cannot be known. The most that can beisditht

it is possiblethat the government or Muslims were responsiblefor of these massacre8urg and

Shoup again cite written accounts as well as disiimtests conducted by the U.N. which indicate tha
evidence is inconclusive as to whether the SerltiseoMuslims were ultimately at fault. They alsgue

that the massacres clearly demonstrated a signifaigergence of opinion between the western media
the one hand (who automatically assumed, for istaiat the second massacre had been committed by
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and taking territory back from the Bosnian SerBst then maybe nothing else was really
necessary. One thing that | have been impressedibierviewing my admittedly limited
number of subjects is how little they have critetdazetbegowi, and the one criticism that has
been made of him by Amir KaradZirom Prijedor is that, unsurprisingly, 1zetbegbwas not
able to get Prijedor back from the Sef¥fsThere seems to have been little desire on theopar
the Bosnians to accept a deal during the war tioatdwe totally dishonorable, in spite of all of
their suffering. From this time on it does notredlat Izetbegovihimself gave any thought to
such a deal either (until the Americans would fdrize to accept one in 1995), and he
experienced no political price because of it. &dlehis is rather faint praise, but it could be
argued that a positive aspect of his political &xalip was that no effort was made at all to knock
him off from the presidency (politically or violdw}, and that for all three and a half years of the
war his position was utterly secure. Some ofwas probably due to his authoritarianism and
the rally-around-the-leader phenomenon which afiecurs during war, but to have lasted for as
long as he did Izetbeg@vmust have been making at least some connecti¢tnhigtpeople — no
small thing, that.

No small thing either was his ability to get up miag after morning to lead the
Bosnians, since it was a matter of, as they say damn thing after the other. General Méasf
the Bosnian Serbs in April 1994 taking UN peacekegpostage and tying them to trees, causing
Yasushi Akashi the special UN envoy to refuse tih@ize NATO air strikes — a pathetic display
if there ever was one. Izetbegéva Bosnian, having to fight another Bosnian, halrFikret

Abdi¢ at his fiefdom in Bih&, something that caused many of Izetbe§euiroops to be bogged

the Serbs) and U.N. officials who cast a more veasgy on the purposes of the Muslim governmbimid.,
164-169. This dichotomy between what the mediavelmatt U.N. officials believed about the goodness of
the Bosnians would be a perennial theme througth@uBosnian War. Finally, it can be pointed owit th
the Bosnian army (which presumably Izetbegand the SDA had control over) was sometimes
responsible for breaking local ceasefires in efftotprovoke U.S. intervention, something that agaade
U.N. officials (who needed these ceasefires inotéring aid to suffering Bosnian civilians) sicpus

of the Bosnian government’s motives (and againntbdia tended to criticize the U.N. officials who
condemned the Bosnians for breaking ceasefirasjed&ow,Triumph of the Lack of Will: International
Diplomacy and the Yugoslav Witew York: Columbia University Press, 1997), 95-96.

204 Amir Karadzt, interview with author, St. Louis, MO, 27 June 800
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down in northwest Bosnia for two months in Novemésed December of 1994. The massacre of
thousands of men and women at Srebrenica, a ssdcalhfe haven” in July 1995, the worst of

its kind since World War Two. The looting and tairgy of the town of Zepa by the Serbs at
around the same tinf& During all of this time the arms embargo was ndifted, and no
significant bombing of Serbian targets occurred.

Yet God writes straight with crooked lines, andalbfpeople Franjo Tdéman helped come
to Izetbegow’'s rescue. Although Tdman totally despised Izetbegéwand under normal
circumstances would have done nothing to help hamyanted to make sure that a huge
constellation of Bosnian Serbs was not massed®gQtbatian Krajina border. Thus Croatian
forces joined up with Bosnian forces in August 199%d together they were able to take
significant areas in northwestern Bosnia duringr@pen ‘Storm.” At around the same time,
after a Serbian shell had struck a Sarajevo madeag@nd caused a massacre, NATO finally
started to bomb Serbian targets in BosfflaThese two factors would help create the incentive
for the Serbs to deal, and later of course in Ndyamizetbegow, Tuiman, and MiloSevi would
meet in Dayton to attempt to arrive at peace.

What is interesting to mention though is a meetimegbegové had with Richard
Holbrooke, the new American negotiator for BosméeRaris at the end of August 1995 when the
NATO bombing was going on. Holbrooke asked Izethégif he wanted a united Bosnia or a
Bosnia that was divided into two parts, and altholagtbegowi seemed rather ambivalent about
it, he said he wanted a united Bosnia but that tieldvbe willing to allow a lot of autonomy to
the Serbian part of {7 Why he answered this way it is difficult to sgrhaps he hoped for a
united Bosnia that the Muslims would eventuallyabée to gain the upper hand in, or thought
that by simply allowing the Serbian portion to sgpa he would be rewarding Serbian

aggression. Yet one might hope that there wdsagpéirt of 1zetbegovithat remained committed

295 5abrina Rameffhe Three Yugoslaviad47, 451-452, 460-462.
208 Marko Attila HoareThe History of Bosnig395-396.
27 Richard HolbrookeTo End a WafNew York: Modern Library, 1999), 97.
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to a democratic, multi-ethnic Bosnia, and was wodhthe honest but praiseworthy description
Holbrooke would later make of him:

He [Izetbegowi] had kept the “idea” of Bosnia alive for years anthe most difficult
circumstances. It was an extraordinary achievenaetnibute to his courage and determination.
At the age of seventy... he saw politics as a pegbstuuggle. Even minor gestures of

reconciliation to those Serbs who were ready testeblish some form of multi-ethnic
community were not easy for I1zetbegaviHis eyes had a cold and distant gaze; afterigthm
suffering, they seemed dead to anyone else’s péénwas a devout Muslim, although not the
Bosnian ayatollah that his enemies portrayed. th@igh he paid lip service to the principles of a
multiethnic state, he was not the democrat thaessupporters saw. He reminded me a bit of
Mao Zedong and other radical Chinese communiselsad good at revolution, poor at
governance. But without him Bosnia would neverehsarvived®

2081hid., 97.
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Conclusion
A Leader Despite Himself?

Alija I1zetbegowt's statesmanship after Dayton is in many ways anwdlolic tale, in
which some of his most negative traits (e.g. hischant for authoritarianism) seemed to come to
the forefront. The year after Dayton, 1996, waglaction year, and the SDA prime minister of
Bosnia, Haris SilajdZj decided to form his own party, the more secutadti-national Party for
Bosnia and Herzegovina, having had enough of taenls fundamentalism and heavy-
handedness of Izetbegéwnd his cohorts. SilajdZand other candidates entered the presidential
race at quite a disadvantage, though, as a rdshié &DA’s control over the state airwaves
which limited their exposure, and one private mexitlet, Radio 99, which was willing to give
other candidates more airtime was prohibited frettirey up a television station because of the
SDA’s influence?® SDA goons in northwest Bosnia intimidated anct lngapolitical opponents,
1% and the political party continued to promote aolgrant ethnic nationalisAt’* As with so
many “anti-Communist” nationalist leaders in po882 Europe, Izetbegavin his statesmanship
had in many ways become a carbon copy of the puewaigoslav Communist leaders, using
their methods and imitating their actidns.

Because of all his political advantages Izetbegas able to come in on top during the
elections and was elected the first presidentfefiaral Bosnia. During the four years of his

presidency Izetbego¥iencouraged or at least allowed a certain Islamic

299 Misha Glenny, “The Price of Peace in BosniBije New York Time8 March 1996, Section 4, 15.
LEXUSNEXUS.

29 Mike O’Connor, “Bosnian Rulers Are Terrorizing TBpposition,”The New York Time&7 August
1996, 1. LEXUSNEXUS

21 One prominent campaign slogan of the SDA in 1986:WCroats know who they’re going to vote for...
Serbs know who they’re going to vote for.... And yoDavid RhodeEndgame: The Betrayal and Fall of
Srebrenica, Europe’s Worst Massacre Since World W@Mew York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux, 1997),
381.

212 Another irony during the Bosnian War was how so ynafithe more militant, religious members of the
SDA had been members of the Communist party oféyayears before. Such political opportunists were
referred to as “traffic lights” by the cynical Baan population — Communist red before 1990, Muslim
green after. lan Traynor, “Sarajevo Turns an Iliddé-ace to the World,The Guardian(London), 15
October 1994, 27. LEXUSNEXUS
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fundamentalism\nationalism to flourish, whethewits through his efforts to get Father
Christmas - a traditional and ecumenical figur&afajevans who had always brought gifts to
little children and remained popular even in thetgdommunist period — banned because of the
figure’s association with the Communist p&3ir his government’s encouragement of a more
Islamic educational curriculum in schools wheralstits learned of such things as the richness
and greatness of the Ottoman period in historyneésof this emphasis on Islam, such as the-just
mentioned education example, was undoubtedly &regie reaction to the denial of Bosnia’s
religious traditions over decades of Communist,roig other aspects of this Islamic renewal
were a little more radical, like the new requireingingreeting others in offices of the Bosnian
Federation with the greeting “Selaam aleikum” rathan the more traditional “Dobar daft®

As always though another, more noble side of Egdlic could come out, as it did when
Izetbegowt appeared in Tehran in December of 1997 and splotkee meed for the Islamic world
to have a greater understanding for the West.irEehlis audience some “bitter truths,”
Izetbegowt argued that the West was better educated, had nespect for human rights, and
provided more for the poor than the Islamic worktknowledging that there was also a “dark
side,” to the achievements of the West, Izetbegoenetheless proceeded to take his own
Muslim brothers to task, saying that “Islam is best, but we are not. These are two different
things, which we confuse. Instead of hating thestMge should compete with it. Didn'’t [the]
Koran order this: compete in goodness.” Finaltgtibegout strongly condemned terrorism in
his speech, not only because it was wrong and grarKprohibited it but also because it was

“impractical” and “a possible cause of our futumbtence ' It was Izetbegoviat his best,

213 peter Beaumont, “Nationalists triumph as ‘Grartat=rost’ banned in Sarajevo infant school$)e
ObserverEngland), 21 December 2008, 28. LEXUSNEXUS

#4Vjekoslav PericaBalkan Idols: Religion and Nationalism in Yugos@tategNew York: Oxford
University Press, 2002), 169.

#>«Bosnian president addresses Islamic summit: ucgeperation with WestBBC Summary of World
Broadcasts13 December, 1997. LEXUSNEXUS
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issuing a clarion call for an Islamic humanism whéombined the best of religious and secular
traditions.

But again as was so often the case with Izetbégtheére was a gap between his rhetoric
and his actions and he was not able to apply thid &f humanism in his own realm. This can
most easily be seen in his unwillingness to exp@fahe mujahideerfrom Bosnia, a condition
he had agreed to when he signed the Dayton actol®95. Perhaps Izetbegéd and other
SDA members’ bitterness at what they felt was thglect of the West during the war was too
much for them, and with all of the flaws of thneljahideerthese fighters had at least been there at
Bosnia’s side during her time of need, so Izetbegamd the SDA could not just get rid of them.
Thus a man like the Algerian Abu el-Ma’ali, who wasponsible for terrorist actions within
Bosnia and in other countries like France durirgyltte 1990s and had connections to Usama bin
Laden and Al'Qaida, was given protection by Izetha¢ and approximately two hundred
mujahideerwere given Boshian passports after the Dayton AtsoFor a few years the U.S.
was willing to tolerate this, chastising the Bosnggvernment and saying thesjahideerhad to
go while at the same time not doing too much alipbtt September fichanged all of that.

The Americans put enormous pressure on the Bogiaa@rnment then to be done with the
mujahideemproblem and the Bosnians complied, expelling araiAighters who appeared at all
threatening. The foreign minister of Bosnia lateid that on 11 September, “the world.... split
into a modern civilization and one of barbarism &rdorism.... Bosnia-Herzegovina has chosen
to ally itself with the civilized world. It has diled to be part of the solution, not part of the
problem... For our own sake... we chose sides.” Thenms and Bosnian media started to get
wind of Izetbegow’s foot dragging as far as tineujahideerhad been concerned and raised some

ruckus about it, and apparently the U.S. governmete its displeasure known to Izetbeg@s
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well. In October 2001 Izetbega@uvielinquished his position as leader of the SDpear after he
had stepped down from the presidency for reasohsaifh’*®

Perhaps Izetbega¥s poor health was augmented by the realizatiohismpart that the
more pure, Islamic-oriented society which had dasrhope for Bosnia was nowhere close to
coming to fruition. In spite of the efforts of t®A over the years to create a more Islamic
milieu within Bosnia, as well as the rediscoverynsoMuslims individually had of their faith as a
result of the war, most Bosnian Muslims remainex eventually fell back to being after an
initial period of religious fervor — fairly secular their outlook. Although countries like Saudi
Arabia would continue to pour millions of dollargo Bosnia after the Bosnian War, through the
building of new mosques or the sending of missi@saio instruct the Bosnian people, most
Bosnian Muslims were turned off by the ugly Saudhiecture which replaced centuries-old
Ottoman era mosques or the fanatical lecturersaifitvilbi theology who could care less about
Bosnian Islamic traditionS’ Places like the Iranian Cultural Center in Samjeemained empty
while mini-skirted women headed off to the nealest and Bosnians thought more about the
troubled economy and keeping Muslim-inhabited teryithan about such abstract ideas as belief
or salvatiorf*® Even the success of Izetbegtsiown SDA, interestingly enough, depended upon
their in many ways being more nationalistic in #me sense than being totally religious, since

they still had to appeal to voters who remainedtiermost part secular. The SDA therefore

218 Evan F. KohlmannAl-Qaida’s Jihad in Europe: The Afghan-Bosnian Nete(Oxford, UK and New
York: Berg, 2004), 17-173, 175, 192, 202, 217-2129-231. Perhaps Izetbeg@sitactics with the
mujahideernwas the proverbial straw on the camel’s back aagahe public’s toleration of Izetbegévi
was concerned; there had already been developirgpfoe time a general disillusionment with
Izetbegowt’s style and leadership, with previous supportéagisg to turn their backs on him. As a
Bosniakphilosopheadmitted in 2000, “I would never recommend to Basrnberbs and Bosnian Croats
that they submit to Bosniak authority such as itasv, for even the Bosniaks can’t endure it... With a
government like this, Bosnia is conclusively hegdior extinction.” Gojko Bef, Letters to the Celestial
Serbs trans. Saba Risaluddin (Saqi Books, 2002), 265.

27 Alma Imanovic, “Wahhabism in Bosnia and Herzegevimthe Context of Global Political Islam”
(master’s thesis, Webster University, June 200%%®, 63-64, 76-77. One can assume in all fairtiests
Izetbegowt was turned off by many of the Saudi efforts ad.walthough he was a Puritan he was no
Philistine, and it is certainly doubtful that hepagciated the plain Saudi walls which were plasteneer
the beautiful art designs in Boshian mosques, ®@atigry, violent rhetoric of Saudi missionaries.

218 jeffrey Fleishman, “A Cosmopolitan Islam Takingfdn Bosnia/Middle East Fundamentalism Loses
Its Appeal,”The Philadelphia Inquirerd October 1998, A01. LEXUSNEXUS
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faced this Catch-22 — if they went overboard inrtheomotion of certain Islamist ideas they
would become irrelevant, but if they desired to aemn power they increasingly would have to
jettison their religious beliefs? Rather than being a great meeting point betwieeChristian
West and the Muslim East, to allude to the titl@oé of Izetbegovis books, Bosnia was
becoming a secular nation just like the rest oblgar With this awareness perhaps lzetbegovi
passed away on 19 October 26¢3.

The authors of the obituaries and eulogies whaudsed |zetbegod/is legacy after his
death tended to be fairly predictable and mundamehiat they wrote about him, albeit honest
and balanced. The anonymous scrib@leé Economi& obituary was typical, noting that
Izetbegowt’s true allegiance was to the sacred and not the mvorldly milieu of the political,
something that made him unsuited to the role afigemt of Bosnia. The writer also gave the

usual lines about the West not giving Izetbedake help he expected, the unwillingness of

219 As Giles Keppel argues, “...the president [Izetbégjavimself, without renouncing any of his former
engagements, continued to make public declaratitatsvere tinged with political realism. It appegto
be his belief that the instillation of an Islamiate, or any attempt to apply the sharia, wouldiseahe
overwhelming opposition of Bosnian voters and sesip undermine the SDA administration.” Giles
Keppel,Jihad: The Trail of Political IslanCambridge, MA: The Belknap Press of Harvard Ursitgr
Press, 2002), 352-353. The fact that political smcial circumstances as Kepel mentions seemeaivi® h
precluded some extra efforts on Izetbeg®vpart to make the Bosnian Federation a more lslaotiety,
makes it difficult to answer the question alludeckarlier of what kind of “fundamentalist” Izetbeg®d
really was. As we have seen, during the war Izgibié or the SDA took certain illiberal measures, such
as restricting the teaching of Christianity — wlaleowing Islam to be taught - in public schools, o
extended the reach of religion into certain areas manner that liberal states tend not to perrit ¢he
SDA’s promoting soldiers not on merit but on howainthey subscribed to Islamic religious doctrine).
Yet if one stipulates that I1zetbegéwiias a fundamentalist in Lewis’ sense — one whotsvambring
Islamic law back into the normal mechanisms ofdfag¢e — he certainly seems to have been a faitty mi
fundamentalist in comparison to other Islamic staten. Never during the war, for example, when his
power was probably at its height, did I1zetbedalo anything that could be considered truly radical
Izetbegowvt never punished others because of religious belighg this time, something that is
unfortunately rather common in many Islamic soetti Although he helped purged such entities as the
military of Bosnian Christians during and after thar, he also allowed many Serbs and Croats taroet
to serve in government, whether it was Serbian@nuédtian politicians in the parliament or bureatem
the ministries — hardly the behavior of an autlawidgn theocrat. And although members of his SDAIldo
attempt to limit certain liberties during the wanch as asking some comedians in Sarajevo to awn d
some of their more risqué routines, they did novegay far to enforce these limitations (Concerrtimg
comedians, all they did was simply ask).

2201t was perhaps in some ways a blessing that Igethéedied in 2003, for the Hague was about to
investigate him for his culpability in war crimdsat the Bosnian Army had committed against Croatian
and Serbian civilians. Raméthe Three Yugoslavias: State-Building and Statetinegtion, 1918-2005
(Bloomington, IN and Washington D.C.: Indiana Unsity Press and Woodrow Wilson Center Press,
2006), 488-489.
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Izetbegovt and the Bosnhians to be a part of “Serboslaviatbegowt’'s sympathy for some
radical Islamic philosophies, and so“h.Paddy Ashdown, one of the High Representatives se
to Bosnia to oversee and help implement the Daggmeement there in 2002, was — as can be
expected — diplomatic in his assessment of Izetliégsaying that in his role as elder statesman
Izetbegovt had been committed to “the peaceful reconstruaiddosnia,” even while not
always agreeing with the policies Ashdown felt dddae enacted. Ashdown also recycled
Holbrooke’s line by saying that more than anyboldg ézetbegoi helped provide for the
survival of Bosni&?

Much more interesting and perceptive was an ungitl essay written by the Bosnian
Serb columnist Gojko Befriof that noble institutio®slobodjenjethe Sarajevo newspaper which
remained multi-ethnic during the terrible yearstef Bosnian war. Titled “A Leader Despite
Himself,” it was a political and not a real obityawritten right after Izetbego&ihad stepped
down from the presidency in October 2000, but imynaays Bert was still providing what
obituary writers traditionally provide, which isgtsumming-up of a life and career (although
with his unique knowledge of the Bosnian politisaéne Betiis able to provide a much more
nuanced and comprehensive view of Izetbegthat his future obituarists would not be able to

match). Itis a useful essay then to analyz@mesdetail as we approach the end of this essay,

22lupija 1zetbegovi,” The Economis5 October 2003, Obituary section. LEXUSNEXUS

22 |an Traynor and Paddy Ashdown, “Obituary: Alij@lzegové: Bosnia’s first president, a devout
Muslim who fought for his country’s survival in wand peace during the 1990%fie Guardian20
October, 2003, 21. It is probably apposite to ie@rithe New York Timeshituary here also, in which the
author, David Binder, gave the usual summary ablegovi's life and political career - but with one
significant extra detail. According to Binder, tzegovt had four wives when he died, the third of whom
he married during the Bosnian War in 1993 urglerialaw, and the fourth he married in 1995 (something
the newspapeslobodna Bosneongratulated Izetbegayvfor). | have not be able to confirm this
information in any other source, although Izetbe§@erhaps hints at it by mentioning in his memodr hi
children as being a great source of comfort whileMas in prison during the 1980s but not mentioihg
all his (first?) wife Halida. See Alija Izetbegdylnescapable Questions: Autobiographical Notesns.
Saba Rissaluddin and Jasmina Izetbegf\weicester, England: The Islamic Foundation, 20@9),
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for it provides a matrix to evaluate the importaments in I1zetbego¥is political career as well as
his political leadership, and it also can be usdddlp determine what his legacy might’be.
Attention should first be given to the obvioughr8eric points out, which is what a
strange bird Izetbego¥ireally was and how he truly beat, as the expraggi@s, to his own
drum. Bert tells the story of the autumn 1998 elections wihiehe approaching and journalists
were asking lzetbega¥if he would run for a third term as a member & $itate presidency. The
immediate answer Izetbegdwgave them was bizarre: “If | were in my right minadvouldn’t
stand. | haven't the strength for the problems difficulties, and the things that have to be
done.” Yet later Izetbego¥would again appear before the gathered journalrstistell them,
“Balkan leaders don't like stepping down from powéwe decided to stand again.” There was
Izetbegout then in a nutshell — candid if not necessarilyduinflippant, and piously
otherworldly while at the same time demonstrathmef he greatly coveted political power.
Perhaps more than anything else though the staterdemonstrated Izetbegé'a
perennial indecisiveness. As lzetbegdvimself once put the matter publicly - I catch seif
thinking one thing in the morning, and completélg bpposite in the afternoon.” Bethinks
that Izetbegow's opponents took advantage of his statement amtg tisn look shifty and
without principle?®* which may very well be. But perhaps more impditamlid such
indecisiveness prevent Izetbegbfriom exercising his authority when it was mostdezk most

significantly during the discussions over the vasipeace proposals before the war when the

2Z\What follows to an extent over the next few pagikbe what is often pejoratively referred to as
counter-factual history, or imagining what wouldrédappened if Izetbegdvhad decided to d¥ rather
thanY. Itis an endeavor that has many pitfalls - esmiember Richard Mitchell, a professor of modern
Japanese history at the University of Missouri asengng to the class, it is hard enough to figurevehat
actually happened in the past, much less tryirdgtermine whatnighthave happened. My purpose here
for the most part is more modest though, in whighlllactually in some ways attempt to act as an
advocate for Izetbegayiand show the problems not only with what he ditithe weaknesses as well with
what he did not do. In other words, there willdogicism not only of I1zetbegowibut of his critics and

their indictments as well, and how the alternatiwvesnight have pursued could easily have beendadba
the choices he did actually end up making. | alspe to offer homage to the difficult circumstanbes
was in, and show how to a large degree he was giomptop of the saddle of Bosnian history, riding
events.

224 Gojko Bert, Letters to the Celestial Sert262.
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hard line elements in his SDA overruled the dimtizetbegovd wanted to take? One could
argue that Izetbega¥s original inclinations to make deals with the ISeand hopefully avert

war may or may not have been correct, but they werginly consequential for the people of
Bosnia. Or rather, the unwillingness of I1zetbegdwiactually act on his convictions was
profoundly consequential — war might have stilllgessible if Izetbego¥ihad agreed to
something like the Belgrade Initiative or the vadaantonization plans the Serbs and Europeans
presented, but in his rejecting these plans he madaot just possible but inevitable. If a key
test of leadership is a willingness to follow onked&iefs and convictions in spite of what others’
say, then lzetbegoiarguably failed this test miserably. Yet thisiatchent fails to take into
account the perennial difficulty that we have sketbegowt constantly had to face, which is
that of public and party opinion. Although Izetbgig's constant changes of opinion might have
been regrettable then, they were also in many wagsssary. For however much he may not
have liked it, Izetbego¥ihad to be willing change positions if he saw thatpublic or the SDA
were just not willing to go along with him.

Another test it could be said that Izetbegduailed was his ability to use rhetoric to
achieve certain important political ends. The cépdo lead depends so much on a statesman’s
talent to use words in order to appeal to certaiot®ns and feelings of his countrymen. In the
case of Bosnia during the stressful transitionvgag going through during the early 1990s there
was a great need for Izetbegoto speak of traditions of Bosnian unity and tovle a vision
for the future in which Serbs, Croats, and Muslausld live together. Instead Izetbegosi
vision was rather parochial — as Besays, “He was not particularly enthusiastic alitsut
[Bosnia’s] traditional multi-cultural society... babnceived multi-ethnicity as a mechanical
assembly of three essentially separate natifisThat seems to me fairly true. It is interesting
when reading Izetbegavs works -whether it be hiBeclarationor his prison journals dslam

Between East and Westo see how little importance Bosnia actually fachim. He wrote

22%hid., 263.
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page after page of course about Islam, or aboutdhee of science or even about Serbian
thinkers, but pondering what Bosnia meant to hienseto have been beyond his kEnEven if
Izetbegowvt could have been motivated to talk more about bisnBan vision then during the
1990 campaign, probably the only time it might henade a difference, it is likely he lacked the
much of the necessary vocabulary to dé°50.

But again, it must be emphasized that it is fainhjikely that even if 1zetbega¥had had
such rhetorical, Andric-like abilities in spinnisgme kind of narrative for the ethnic groups of
Bosnia that would have provided some great ratefal their being able to live together
peacefully, it is hard to see how such abilitiesilddhave prevented Bosnia’'s disintegration.
Words may often be powerful but they cannot stbpl&et, and especially with the introduction
of arms into Bosnia at the end of 1990 peopleciafhpelled to take sides. To again quote
something John Lukacs says in many of his booksl, imnorities are often more powerful than
soft majorities, and in the case of Bosnia esplgdiakre were those minorities who started to
have weapons and began to threaten those majoeriBesbs, Muslims, and Croats alike - who in
more normal circumstances might have had a livelanlive attitude but who now were
becoming frightened, radicalized, and defensive.

Beri¢ goes on to argue the important point that war wagitable because Bosnia never
could have submitted to have been a part of whet Blescribes as MiloSe¥s fascist regime.
Put plainly, Ber thinks it would have been a kind of hell for Basto have remained in a rump
Yugoslavia, so Izetbegavhad no choice but to push for independence. Byingahis assertion
Beri¢ is also criticizing that “Bosniak elite” (presuntalBeri¢ means here figures like

ZulfikarpaSt) who believed that war could have been prevenyetbhsenting to live under a

2670 be fair to Izetbego¥ij it is likely that a vision of Bosnia which appedlto all ethnic groups would
have been beyond the ken of most other Bosniangks As Marko Attila Hoare points out,

227 puring the war also, as we have seen, Izetbéghidinot promote a multi-ethnic Bosnia, althoughiBe
observes one moment in 1992 when he attemptdthitas a few months after the war started, whemfro
the hospital he wrote a public letter in which Bpaused the need for the different ethnic groufseto
“citizens of Bosnia-Herzegovina.” But Izetbeggvaiccording to Beéj did nothing to follow-up on this.
Ibid., 263.
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MiloSevi¢ regime that, ultimately, would not have been séuaf@® This problem of whether
Izetbegovt should have accepted some kind of deal with tlbsSeas been touched upon in
chapter three, but because it is such a criticastion a lot more analysis is called for.

As was argued before, there is little reason tiewe that any efforts MiloSe&imight
have made to reform his rule would halefinitelybeen permanent and long-lasting, and it is
guite easy to imagine Milo3e¥s abusing the rights of Bosnian Croats and Muslivitkin a
rump Yugoslavia if it had suited his interests.sYi¢ might have been true as Zulfikargasaid
to Alan Kuperman that after the Serbian invasio€ufatia in 1991 it was in MiloSevs
interests then to be gracious to the Bosnian CaradsMuslims, that MiloSegiwanted to
demonstrate a benevolent image to the West sohatconomic embargo that had earlier been
imposed on Yugoslavia would be liftéd.In victory, magnanimity, as Churchill would saut
what about a year or so after this, when the Westéntion would be elsewhere, the idea of
Bosnia’'s independence now being a dead letterrasfthe world was concerned, and Milogevi
having free rein to subtly repress the rights oshfus and Croats within his Yugoslav state? We
have already seen that MiloSéwas willing to purge such institutions as the arlgovernment
and media of those who would not support him dutirglate 1980s, that he encouraged the use
of violent crowds to achieve his interests in &lihee republics, that he was willing to use the
Serbian military to intimidate members of the Kas@ssembly, and so on. Can there be any
doubt that MiloSe\i would not have used these methods again in Basthiey could have
helped him to receive political support or achipwétical objectives? Certainly MiloS&vi
showed an inclination to continue to commit hunights abuses within his own realm after
Dayton in 1995, cracking down on political oppasitwithin Serbia and killing Kosovar
Albanians. Democratic statesmanship was simplyesiimg unnatural for Milo3e¥j as he

himself basically admitted to a French reporter mvhe said that he did not like multi-party

28 |pid., 260-261.
22Alan J. Kuperman, “Tragic Challenges and the Métatard of Humanitarian Intervention: How and
Why Ethnic Groups Provoke Genocidal Retaliatiorfi.(Pdiss., MIT, 2002), 146.
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systems, that a “system without parties” was béttewhy then should Bosnians ever have
given this guy the benefit of the doubt?

Still, in considering the drawbacks of Bosnia’segning in a rump Yugoslavia, one also
has to honestly consider the possibility that ao8klvE-led regime might not have been so bad
for the Bosnians, after allOne argument that Kuperman uses to defend thisiqoss to observe
that MiloSeve's rule over certain parts of Yugoslavia during Basnian Warwhile not exactly
benign, was not particularly harsh either. He tsoout, for instance, that the Hungarians in the
Voivodina and the Montenegrins were left alone bjoBkvic after he had made his rule secure
over those two peoples, as were the Muslims irSdredZak region of Serbia who — unlike the
Muslims in Bosnia — were not subject to ethnic of¥ag. He also quotes Zulfikarpasivho
believed the perennial fear Bosnian Muslims haldedfig treated like Kosovar Albanians was
misguided: “The Kosovo excuse is the excuse ofrtoso are guilty for the catastrophe. It
would never have been the same here as in Kosdustéad, Zulfikarpasithinks Bosnia’'s
situation would have been the same as Montenegtassduring the war, a country “that did
pretty well. It survived and is fairly autonomous’?*! (Indeed, Montenegro was able to avoid
war andeventually gain independence from Yugoslavia oalyrfeen years after Bosnia was able
to gain hers). While it is hard to believe thasBia's situation would have been as smooth as in
a country like Montenegro, which is mostly madeofigerbs and does not have a large
population of Muslims as Bosnia does, Zulfikarpasiprobably right to suggest that Bosnia
would not have been like Kosovo, where there h&ways been great tensions between the

Albanians and the Serb¥%.

230 sabrina Ramefhe Three Yugoslavia849.

%1 Alan J. Kuperman, “Tragic Challenges,” 145-146.

%32 For a defense of Zulfikarp@s view, it worthwhile to quote Steven Burg and P&houp at some
length: “.... there were a number of reasons whyittighup with Yugoslavia might have looked attractive
to the Bosnian Muslims. First, it would have brbuthe Yugoslav army into the Muslim camp and
avoided civil war between the Muslims and Serbsca®d, while it might initially have involved patal
costs, since the new federation would be dominbyeBerbs and MiloSeg; it would have united all the
Muslims of former Yugoslavia into one state (ttgtNuslims from Kosovo, Sandzak, and Bosnia-
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But even if Bosnia under MiloSe¥s control would have been less benign than
somebody like Zulfikarpa&imagines it would have been, would not even tlaattbeen better
than what Bosnia ultimately had to go through e¢haind a half years of war, a hundred
thousand dead, and millions expelled from their @gnmany of whom will probably never return
to them again? There is a bitter joke that hasuaguly been making the rounds around Bosnia
over the last few years — What is the differendgben the Vance/Owen peace plan of
1992/1993 and the 1995 Dayton Accords? Thousandsrpses. Like many jokes, this one has
a certain truth to it, since the differences betwihe two peace plans were not that great.
Considering what was achieved through war wasyreallbetter than what could have been had
through Vance/Owen, or even more relevantly betloeevar with a compromise deal with the
Serbs in 1991 or 1992 — was not Izetbegsuilecision to pursue independence one huge
blunder?

One problem with this sort of thinking is thatrivdlves thinking about things in
retrospect when all the facts are at hand; thing®Jess clear in 1992 than 1995, although they
were more clear than some would like to admit. risarss could not have known for sure, for
instance, just how awful the Bosnian War woulddithough as we have seen they had good
reason to guess that it would be painful, basethemprecedent they had just seen set in Croatia,
and probably on the memories of what the costs ofldWVar 1l had been as well. Remember
again Karad&'s 1991 “Highway to Hell,” speech in the Bosnianliganent, when he threatened
the Bosnians with extinction if they declared inélegence; a Bosnian official admitted to

Kuperman that a “chill ran down my spine” when leatd Karad#i say that>® As we have

Herzegovina). Eventually, one can surmise, thelivhgswould have been a political force to be redan
with in the new Yugoslavia. Finally, Bosnia-Herpgma probably would have been able, with the suppo
of Montenegro, to retain its status as a repulrit many of the powers it had enjoyed in the old d&lgv
federation.” Steven L. Burg and Paul S. Shdltlg War in Bosnia-Herzegovina: Ethnic Conflict and
International InterventiofArmonk, NY: M.E. Sharpe, 1999), 71-72.

*1bid., 51.
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seen, most of the SDA officials were aware thabarisan war would be bad, so they cannot be
allowed the excuse of not being able to know whatlld happen.

Another objection than can be made is that evardiéal had been struck and Izetbegovi
had agreed to, say, one of the 1992/1992 cantimizpkans, the Serbs would not have kept their
end of the bargain and war would have ensued anyWeasesponse to this Kuperman quotes the
Bosnian Serb leaders he interviewed, who insigtatiunder the various peace plans they would
have been under secure Serbian governments and Wwawé had no need then to resort to ethnic
cleansing. What Biljana Pla¥sia Serbian member of the collective presidencpresthe war,
said was typical — she argued that she was venyostipge of the original non-contiguous
cantonization proposal the Serbs brought forth9@11 and it was only when independence was
declared that she and the Serbian leadership kdliney had to resort to partition (and by
implication, ethnic cleansing) in order to provige their security>* Considering that Pla&is
now sitting in a prison cell in Sweden, having bgefing an eleven prison sentence after being
tried by the International War Crimes Tribunal lo¢ tFormer Yugoslavia (ICTY) at the Hague for
war crimes, some skepticism is in order about statgs she and other Serbs have made in
retrospect. It is quite natural at this point ttiety will want to rehabilitate their images and do
anything they can to shift blame from their owni@us and apply it to the Izetbegévi
government.

In addition, it is easy to imagine scenarios @xgsfor continued conflict and violence
even if something like the one of the cantonizaptans had come into being. Suppose the
“generous” 1991 cantonization plan originally offérby the Bosnian Serbs had been agreed to
by the Izetbegovigovernment. Even though this plan provided foishuo-controlled cantons in
the areas in which they were the majority, theitevebuld have been plenty of Muslim
minorities elsewhere who would have felt threateoeitig under Serbian or Croatian authority

(not to mention the Bosnian Serbs and Croats whddwveel threatened being under Muslim

Z41bid., 131.
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authority). Remember also that this and other k@8fonization plans provided very little
authority to the central government, and that thea@an and Serbian cantons would be free to
have relations with Croatia and Serbia/Yugoslavihis-would provide a huge incentive for
Croatia and Serbia to continue to meddle into ffadra of their countrymen’s’ cantons,

providing military supplies, encouragement for @eatian and Serbian cantons to draw closer to
Croatia and Serbia/Yugoslavia respectively, anfbgh. Since undoubtedly all sorts of tensions
would develop in the course of the implementatibthese plans, it is also easy to imagine
population transfers occurring (sort of an ethn@ansing lite) on either a voluntary or

involuntary basis, something that would have migsty been a nightmare to oversee. Chances
are that it would have been the job of U.N. peaspkrs to try to manage all of this, a case again
of their getting involved in an endeavor that watalty over their heads and which they were in
no way equipped to implement. Numerous potenpatlss existed then, any of which could have
lit up into full-blown war.

Again though, honesty dictates the need to imagin®re benign scenario, although in
this case it is harder. One could argue that @djou transfers, for instance, however illiberal
and nasty they may be, are not necessarily thetWongs in the world, and have been used in
unique situations in the past to make the bestbatbad situation in which the likely alternatives
are even worse. The scholar Michael Dark writesiaboch difficult situations, in which he
shows how such population exchanges as in 191%ket@reece and Bulgaria and in 1923
between Turkey and Greece were ways of cuttingstbrelian Knot of the problem of minorities
in different states, and lives were saved in tlee@ss. Concerning the Bosnian case, he argues
that if the international community had actuallgaga a hands-off approach to the Bosnian
conflict and done nothing, then the Croats, Musliam Serbs themselves would have bowed to

the inevitable and allowed for the transfer of dapans, since there would have been no way of
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minorities and majorities living together peacefiiti Bosnia®*® It is an argument that | do not
find entirely persuasive, since he does not rgaibywide, for instance, many specific examples to
show that Muslims in Bosnia condoned or promotegalfation transfers during the war, although
he does provide son&. For Izetbegovi to have advocated this to the Bosnians duringiage

of “peace” would have been quite a job to say #ast, although he could also have pointed out
that the alternative was a brutal war in which @@nemore violent population transfer would
inevitably occur. “Pick your poison,” Izetbegéwwould have been saying to the Bosnian people,
a statesmanship-like exhortation to be sure butgmr also the death sentence of his political
career.

But enough with such counter-factual examplesaforoment; they are in the end fairly
moot, since lzetbego¥iand the SDA decided, after all, to cast theimtith the international
community and hope they would bail the Bosnians et it is fair to this point to ask this
germane question: Was their trust and hope inntegriational community as sincere as they later
made them out to be? Or to put the question anatag, it would have made sense for
Izetbegowt to take a gamble and accept the risks of declamigpendence rather than going
with the peace plariEhe could be fairly certain the international conmityawould back him up
- but can it be said that he was reasonably ceofdims? To turn yet again to Kuperman, he
provides examples of how he believes the Amerigapsrticular misled the Bosnian leaders into
thinking that the U.S. would protect Bosnia. Talerstand this, we must go back to February of
1992, when the European Community had proposexhitsvarious cantonization plans as means

of avoiding war. American officials, and in partiauWarren Zimmerman (who, as can be

235 Michael William Anthony Dark, “Population Exchangad Peacemaking.” (Ph.D diss., Princeton
University, January 2005), 226.

238 For example, Dark points out that although the an@yf Zenica was reluctant to do it, he finally
submitted to exchanging Serbs and Muslims betwesticZ and Banja Luka in October 1993 because he
was under a variety of pressures to do it (e.getheere Muslim refugees who needed homes in Zenica)
Yet there were certainly many examples of Muslibeing against such transfers, ad ddctober 1993
when 342 Serbs (most of them willingly) and 300 NMus (unwillingly) were exchanged between Doboj
and Tuzlalbid., 218-219.
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recalled, was quite sympathetic to the Bosnianspemraged Izetbega¥io reject the latest EC
cantonization plan since it was seen as unjush&yAmericans and the Bosnians. Yet by doing
this and then still declaring Bosnian independéngast a few weeks without providing for a
cantonization plan that would make the Bosnian Sartad Croats feel more secure, 1zetbegovi
knew that the Americans were suggesting that ttenBos do something rather risky.
According to Kuperman, precisebecausehe Americans were asking the Bosnians to do
something risky, Izetbegavand his government could logically gather frons tifiat the
Americans were also suggesting — if not exactlyrgpy that the U.S. would be there for them in
the likely case of war. And although the U.S. goweent certainly did not see things this way,
for their part they were hoping that by being sagistrongly supporting Bosnia’s international
recognition as a state, the Serbs would not callAtmericans’ bluff and would leave Boshia
alone?’ It all ended up being a tragic miscalculatiorttoa part both of the Bosnians and
Americans.

But as far as the Bosnians were concerned, wasr# tharjusta tragic miscalculation?
For how could they really have believed that theeficans would provide any military
assistance, or enough anyway (i.e. more thanijustrikes) to have really stopped a Serbian
juggernaut? It was mentioned already in chapteetthat Sijlad4i was specifically informed by
a major National Security official that the U.Sutmbnot provide any military assistance,
although to be fair this was a few weeks after Aozer officials had given the Bosnians
encouragement in February 1992 to reject the E@noamation plan. Still, there were absolutely
no definitiveassurances at all and at any time before the wérdpmericans or anybody else
that the Bosnians could expect any help if the Sattacked them. For somebody like
Izetbegout to have thought along the lines\Wwkll, the Americans suggested | reject the
cantonization plan and risk the danger of war, attiough they did not actually promise

military aid they certainly would not let us do sethiing so dangerous and then not support us,

%7 Alan Kuperman, “Tragic Challenges,” 162-167.
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would theysuggests not merely naiveté on his part but asedereliction of duty as leader of
his country?® Or consider what ZulfikarpaStlaims Izetbegovisaid to him in the summer of
1991, that “the United States and United Kingdorh mat allow a single massacre [of a
Bosnian],” a statement that is so amazing if tha it is hard to believe Izetbegéwould really
have believed it when he said it. More likelyhatthe was just saying this for show, and it is
possible that he concurred with what Zulfikarpasid another prominent political figure
Muhamed Filipouwt apparently told him in response, “They will nesend troops. They will
send medicine and blankets and will count the d&8d.

Why did Izetbegowi not agree to any of the peace plans then, simtefipears to have
been his original inclination anyway in 1991 an®2® Part of the answer can perhaps be found
in his indecisiveness, with Izetbegéthinking at times the international community webbikelp,
and other times thinking they would not. Perhapsttzer part lies in a simple lack of backbone,
with his not being willing to stand up to other mmars of the SDA. Yet | suspect (although it
cannot be proven) that the major reason is thaas just easier for Izetbegdvand others to
hope, or want to believe, that the internationahcwnity would help them, rather than just
facing the facts and acknowledging that the Eurnp@ad Americans would not help them and
they would have to face the vastly superior Seltasea If Izetbegowi were to have faced this
fact though, then he and other members of the SD@dvalso have had to face the possibility
that it might have made more sense to deal, sigam deing either a part of a rump Yugoslavia

or in a partitioned Bosnia might have not beenbibs thing in the world and might not have

28 This provides the opportunity for another critiisf Izetbegowi’s and other members of the SDA’s
leadership, which would be an insufficient apprécraof American history. For when the Americaoklt
them that they would support them without any détfie promises of military supports, the Bosnian
officials should have thought to themselVa& have seen this movie befota 1956, when Eisenhower
and John Foster Dulles earlier had encouragedat$term Europeans to “rollback” the Soviets, andpofeEn
like the Hungarians thought that if they did the émans would be there for them; Cubans in 1961 who
thought that Kennedy would provide air strikes étphithem overthrow Castro; Kurds in Iraq in 1991owh
thought the Americans would help them if they ropeagainst Saddam Hussein, etc, etc — precedents
which should have made the Bosnian officials thimice.

2 |pid., 148.
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even prevented war, but there was good reasotinio tthat the alternative to these options was
even worse.

Which brings us back in a rather convoluted waBeoc's original point, that the war
that actually occurred was inevitable because Bosnnever could have submitted to having
been a part of “Serboslavia,” or by implicatioretpartitioned (or partition-lite) Bosnia. After
the preceding analysis though, it could be arghatiBert is wrong about this, that because it
should have been seen as self-evident to everyatasame things could indeed be worse than
remaining in a rump Yugoslavia, it would have bpessible for Izetbegoithen to have
persuaded the Bosnian public of the folly of denlaindependence. But this brings us also to
another point made in chapter three, which is thigyof Izetbegové to have made such an
argument would have been incredibly difficult. pleople like to be told that they really have no
good alternatives, that the game is up, that tleeye lbeen presented withiaat accompli(to use
just a few political clichés), but in a more diplatic and sugar-coated manner that is basically
the news Izetbego¥would have had to present to the Bosnian pedpeuld they have
accepted it? This brings us again totémea incognitaof hypotheticals so some skepticism is
again in order, but if the history of other natigasny guide then there is good reason to believe
the Bosnians would not.

Consider the thesis Donald Kagan presents inrgsworkOn the Origins of War and
the Preservation of Peacehere he alludes to the ideas of Thucydides aguks that peoples go
to war for three reasons (or out of three motive®ar, honor, and interest. Kagan goes on to
point out that although it makes sense to mostlpebpat a nation would go to war out of interest
and fear, the fact that nations go to war simplyalose they believe it is honorable is much
harder to comprehend, since there seems to be lsimgpeetrograde and ancient about that.
However, it does not make it any less true — asagmuts it, “If... we understand its [honor’s]

significance as deference, esteem, just due, regespect, or prestige we will find it an
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important motive of nations in the modern worldal.”?*° Many of these preceding notions
just listed could be used to explain why Bosniatike-the Slovenes and Croats before them —
would have found it dishonorable to have remainpdraof a rump Yugoslavia or consented to
the partition of their nation. After all that MBevic had already done in the various Yugoslav
republics for example, how could Bosnians haverkgdrd for themselves — to pick just one of
Kagan’s words — if they then just submitted to thder’s sovereignty? As one of my Bosnian
subjects, Amir Karadj said to me, “We recognized that if we were tgpbg of Serbia we

would almost be slaves, we would not be able t@ e nationality, so we had no choice [but to
become independent]™ Strong words, these. One could object that Kaégddbeing rather
hyperbolic here, but that is exactly the point,jtet being under MiloSetfs rule would have

been dishonorable for him. In the end then, kgtlvic probably could not have accepted any of
these peace plans even though he was persondiheith¢to accept them, simply because too
many of the Bosnian people and influential figunéthin his party would not have accepted them
along with him.

Beric goes on to discuss Izetbegdsiconduct during the war and says something we
already know, which is that war as well as “thedwpitical attitude of the West to the genocide
against the Bosniak people” pushed Izetbegobd a more militant directioff? A good
guestion to ask then is if 1zetbegéwt this point was already inclined to create aavislamic
state anyway, why did he not cut his losses artdagiee to what would have been a Muslim
mini-state between Croatian and Serbian states®cyimical, although perhaps also realistic,
answer is that he and the SDA simply wanted tdgek more territory from the Croats and
Serbs that they could then incorporate into thetanhic-oriented part of Bosnia. The more

positive answer is that though his more Islamiituatté predominated, he perhaps did still have

240 ponald KaganOn the Origins of War and the Preservation of Pe@éew York: An Anchor Book,
Published by Doubleday, 1995), 8.

241 Amir Karadzt, interview with author, St. Louis, MO, 27 June 800

242 Gojko Bert, Letters to the Celestial Sert261.
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some feelings after all for the multi-ethnicity®bsnia. Chances are that there is truth to both of
these responsés. Since it was his Muslim nationalism that many fas Serbs and Croats saw
though, it made it more difficult for the Bosniamrg to retake territory because Bosnian
Christians wanted no part of a SDA government datitig over thend*

When the war finally ended and Izetbegovame back to Bosnia after Dayton in 1995,
Beri¢ notes that there was no celebration at all irstteets of Sarajevid® Probably some of this
was just a matter of war fatigue, but much of isva#so undoubtedly due to the fact that the
Sarajevans were thinking something along the loi€¢8Ve put up with three and a half years of
war for this!” It is hardly surprising that theyowld have thought this — to allude to the joke
mentioned earlier, there really was not much ma¢ was achieved through Dayton that would
not have also been had through Vance/Owen. Inde@the way at least Dayton was worse,
since it allowed for the Republic Srpska to mamtalations with Yugoslavia/Serbia, something
that was not allowed under Vance/Owen. And lileeEuropean Community proposals before
the war, it allowed for what wasde factopartition of Bosnia, with the country in many ways
being two nations with separate government ingdist (both the Federation and Republic Srpska
were allowed to have armies, for instance) helettogr by a weak central government in
Sarajevd™*® True, there were now at least 60,000 EuropearAametican troops to hold the
country together, but their stay there would bey¢e@mporary. And now, fourteen years after
Dayton was concluded, there remain only 2,000 Eemogroops, with signs of fissures appearing
at the seams of the Bosnian fabric and with talthefRepublic Srpska seceding from Bosnia and

joining up with Serbia.

243 ord David Owen, who worked with Izetbegéwbviously during the Vance/Owen negotiations,
suggests something like this when he writes, “He tha loyalties, to multi-ethnic Bosnia and his own
Muslim party, but it was religion that gave himianer certainty and composure.” David OwBaJkan
OdysseyLondon: Victor Gollancz, 1995), 38.

244 Marko Attila Hoare The History of Bosnig398.

24> Gojko Bert, Letters to the Celestial Sert261.

24¢Burg and Shouplhe War in Bosnia-Herzegovina62, 367-368.
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From this analysis then, it would seem that Izgth&'s tenure as president of Bosnia
was in many ways was a failure, and that he capma@bnsidered to have been a leader despite
himself. Perhaps the only way his image might @ke& more positive tone in the future is if
reconciliation begins to occur between the ethniwigs in Bosnia and Izetbegé'\d
unwillingness to allow for the break-up of Bosnreher becoming a part of Yugoslavia will have
been vindicated, something that shows no real pitiisis of happening as of yet. If it does
someday though, and Bosnia can truly be said & region and not just a motley collection of
three ethnic groups, perhaps then will I1zetbegevitatesmanship have brought something of

real value to the Bosnian people..
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