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S1TATEMENT oF TR NEMOCRATIC PARTY CONCERNING THR
DECLARATION op THR RC MINISTERS ON YUGOSLAV1A

Dcuply “onvinoed that the ¢atabliahmont of truth abhout the
events in Yusoslavia can in no way damngea intoreste of tha Sqr-
bian People, and that o new astate order in thig part of the
Balkana muyst ba bascd on Loipromive und adreement of politiocal
reproscntativoas of the people living thara, we support the
presence of unbigascd unarmed observers gt hotbads of origies {n
present Yugoslavia,

But two conditions have to be fulfilleq bafore poljtical
negotintions coulqd lead to a durable and stable solution of the
state and inter-athnic orisig: an abgolute stop to all armed aon-
fliots and physical hoastilities, and parlicipation of all
relevant factors in negotiations for the establishment of a
stable order,

Wo support the RC requeat, made in the Declaration on Yugo-
slavia, congerning the cease-fire under the control of unbiased
foreign obaervers,

However, we do not support the tone of the requeat, nor the -

proposed 1ligt of participants {n future negotiations, nor the
idea about the way of convening a beace conference for the rolu-
tion of Yugoglav problems., We oan understand the intereat, of k¢
members for tha elimination of all critioal hotbeds from the
European continent.,, but the self-election of the EC Miniasterial
Meeting as a supreme Arbitrator isg completely unintelligible., Yy-
goslavia is nejther a membeér of the European Community, nor the
EC rcpresenta al) Buropean countries relevant to the rlability of
this sontinent, Arbitrary rasimilation aof all compatenaen concer-
ning internationalisation of the Yugoslav erisis is  unjuslified
wriil dwew nat nromioa ouonace. in enite nf gand intentinng. The
Yugoslav crisis is a European problem, but (he Furopean Community
ia not the rolitional répresentative of Europc. The peace confa-
renve on Yugoslavia must have among its participants representa-
tives of those stateas which took part in its eslublishment ang
recognition in 1918, i.e. 1945 (USA, USSR), while Germany could
not have a louding role at this conference, for due to the well
known reasons she had not, heen presant. af, the establishment and
recognition of Yugoslavia,

The Declaration on Yugoalavia isg overfilled with contradic-
tions and ambiguitiea, The question of ’changing frontiers’ has
been raiged gag if internal frontiers in Yugoslavia apg state
frontiers, and ea if relations between Yugoslav republics coulq
be congsidered as relations among independent BOovCeroign statces,
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Dut., it is certain that as a vlale exiata only Yugoslavia, with
her internationally recogniced fronliervas, Tf thie stale ceasnss to
exisatl, which is quite posaiblao after a nearly certain aocuession
of Slovenia and the announvced intantion of sevoession of Crouatia,
internotional institutiong would hava than to determine thal the
state established in 18518 does not exiat nny moro, and that the
question of the oreation of new slates on the torritory of the
defunct one has to be Lauken into conajdoration. The constitution
of these new ataten, or a pogsible unique one, isg by no meang
prejudiced by the fact that Yugoslav republios oxiat,. Cortainly,
the casiest way to polvo the problem would bae for Toreign foctors
to simply proolaim republics ax sovereign states, butl this would
not solve the problem. What would be the state order in the poli-
tical space of the present Yugoslavia, what staton oould be
created there, and within what ftrontiera, are questionsg which
have to be the subject of inter-Yugoslav and Buropean cvonferenceas
on state reorganization ot the present Yugosliavim, 71t ia quite
certrin that the possibility of aimply Lranatorming republics
into statesm at thesge conferences ip absolutely out of question,
due to a vary simple reason, namely it would be contrary to tLhe
higher prinoiple of self-determination of ethnio collectives (Yu-
gonlav pooples) nn bnain Pnotorn of the Yugenlnv otate ecrioio,

Although the EQ Declaration mpeaks about the 'new Yugosla-~
via’, we conaider that the fipal decision on the atate order in
this part of the Balkana should be left to the atrore mentioned
conferences, which should be organized aa soon as possible, The
intention of the EC ministera to hold g conference on  Yugoslavia
even in the case that one of Lhe conflicting parties is not
bresent im unacceptable and contrary to international law, Such a
meeting would not and could not ba any peaoe conference.

We fully support the opinjon of the EC that the situation in
Yugoslavia "must be sufficicntly stabilized to enable purpnsefrul
necgotiations?’, wa ocaft Upon relevant authorities in Serbia to
docept withoul reasepve the part of the Declaration conecerning the
stabilization of truce under the control of unbiased unarmed ob-
Berveras, as wuell as to agree with the convening of a peace con-
farenoe on Yugoolovia, Who ohnll poaxtisipatoe at Lhiv vunfansnss,
from the present Yugoslavis and from Europe, and how it shall
work, are guestions which have Lo be discussed in detail. If RC
institutions would like Lo initiate such a conference, it would

On several oceasiong, the Demooratie Party has pointed out
to incorreot. uteps of Serbion political representatives, who had
created by {heipr behaviour a strong impression that Serbia ip
againet ingtitutional Bolutions, und for tho policy of chaos and
falt asccompli, The reaignation of Jovid as Presjdent of the Preo-
sidency, hon-electjon of Mesic followed by his election under fo-
reign patronage, refusal to the expansion of observer activitien
from SQlovenia to Croatia - they were all stopas leading to (ke
decreasc of aympathy for the intereats of Serbia and the Serbian
people among the international public., By its unfounded grelf-cone
fidenoe, the Serbian regime hag often acted in an axtreme way,
leadinga, au we have repeatedly warncd, to the situation in which
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Serbia has becom: un ebjeul of ultimatums, even thoxe profesased
not, from the highest cenlres of political and eoonomic power. We
expect that this time Lbe Serbian regime will behave politically
wige, in the interest of n pencaful and definite golution of the
Yugoslav crigis.

The Democratic Party

RBelgrade, August 30, 1991



