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Report on Rascism, Xenophobia, Anti- Semitism and Ethnic Discrimination in Serbia
The rise of extremism in Europe and in other parts of the world, as evidenced by racism, chauvinism, xenophobia, anti-Semitism, religious, national, ethnic and other intolerance and discrimination, and hate speech in the domains of social and political life, is looked upon by international and European organizations and institutions as a substantial challenge to the culture of democracy and respect for human rights. Many international summits and conferences – including the World Conference Against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intolerance in Durban in 2001 and the Stockholm International Forum, the Vienna Summit of the Council of Europe, the OSCE Conference on Anti-Semitism held in Berlin, Paris and Brussels in 2004 and in Cordoba in 2005 – have discussed these phenomena, including hate crimes, and formulated a framework of measures in their final documents with which to fight them.

The Serbian Orthodox Church and the Young Serb Right

The policy of intolerance and discrimination, which had predominated in Serbia since the early 1990s, continued in 2005. In politics, social affairs and cultural life it was distinguished by the existence and activities of many formal and informal right-wing groups drawing on the warlike ideology
 dating back to the early 1990s and on some of the traditions of the Serbian Orthodox Church (SPC), notably the lore surrounding Nikolaj Velimirović and St Justin and the cult of St Sava in general. In the ideological model of these groups one detects an ‘advocacy of populism or commonalty devoid of any influence whatever...of the West and Europe’,
 whose belated reflex is ‘manifested as a collectivistic mindset and an organization of life in society and state pointedly repudiating...any form of modern parliamentarianism and democracy.’
 Many of the young radical right-wing groups and organizations enjoy ‘if not open, then at least tacit support from certain SANU (Serbian Academy of Sciences and Arts) and SPC circles – certain bishops, the semi-monthly Pravoslavlje, the SPC Information Service – or universities.’
 While some base their programmes on the SPC,
 others such as ‘Obraz [Dignity], Sveti [St] Justin Popović, Dveri srpske [Serbian Doorway], Nomokanon [Nomocanon], etc. operate publicly with the blessing of the SPC and often in close collaboration with it.’


The majority of the right-wing groups are youth organizations such as skinheads, Nacionalni stroj (National Echelons), Krv i čast (Blood and Honour), Rasni nacionalisti - rasonalisti (Racial Nationalists), Obraz, Dveri srpske, Sveti Justin Filozof (St Justin the  Philosopher), Svetozar Miletić, Nomokanon. They are characterized by extreme anti-Westernism, nationalism, ideological bigotry, animosity towards liberal values, homophobia and anti-Semitism, as well as by open support for the Hague Tribunal indictees Radovan Karadžić
 and Ratko Mladić.


The ‘ideological’ bigotry of these organizations, combined with their repugnance towards and even negation of all things not ‘authentically Serb’, reflects a wider social frustration borne of the unreadiness of Serbian society to deal with its recent history and, in that context, to accept the Western democratic values being forced on the present government from outside with a view to Serbia’s European integration. The right-wing youth organizations equate the SPC with the theology of Orthodoxy and support the SPC, its growing ‘state religion’ status through a proactive engagement in official policy, and its chief moral arbiter role in many relevant socio-political issues – all of which has been criticized by numerous civil society organizations and a few liberal and social democratic political parties. This support is substantiated both explicitly and implicitly by many. Thus, at the southeast Serbia Orthodox Youth Assembly, Professor Slobodan Kostić said: ‘We need the Orthodox culture and art of the olden times, not any upstarts who subscribe to Western culture.’
 Vladimir Nešić of Dveri srpske said that ‘the road of Serb youth must revert to the foundations of the cult of St Sava.’
 Even more indicative was the announcement of the Dveri srpske Assembly, which brings together over 50 Orthodox Serb youth organizations, on the occasion of the ‘Proclamation of 33 Public Figures’: ‘We do not accept the position of the new ideologues that the Serbs are the only ones to blame for the war of 1991-95...we do not accept the new ideologues’ death penalty for the Serbian Orthodox Church...After all that has befallen the Serb Church and people in Montenegro, Macedonia and Kosovo and Metohija, not to speak of the other territories where Serbs used to live, only a very impudent person will accuse none other than the Serb Church of manufacturing conflict in these regions...We do not accept the incorrect allegation of the new ideologues that the SPC has taken over the role of the state...’


In a broader sense, the right-wing youth organizations’ support for the SPC can be interpreted not only as support for the standing and status of the SPC as the head of the largest religious community in Serbia, but also indirectly as an encouragement to continue the policy of expansion from the early 1990s, a policy the SPC continues to serve today.
 The ‘Serb’ territories, some of which the Serb army tried to capture during the wars in the former Yugoslavia, are today referred to by the SPC as the Serb spiritual space rightfully belonging within the ‘spiritual’ as well as political boundaries of the Serb state, especially with regard to Republika Srpska and Montenegro.


In view of the controversy triggered by the plans of the Macedonian and Montenegrin Orthodox churches to build places of worship in Vojvodina, the foregoing arguments become understandable. The SPC, government and right-wing youth regard the Macedonian Orthodox Church and the Montenegrin Orthodox Church as unrecognized churches, sects and even political creations
 which, according to Minister Radulović, abuse ‘the rights of the national minorities to break up the religious structure in Serbia’, as well alleging that the minorities are searching for their identity in a ‘nonexistent church. That is a fully atheized rather than religious consciousness.’


In siding with the SPC in this controversy, the government is helping to establish the supremacy of the SPC in multi-confessional Serbia, its narrow-minded policy aimed at imposing a new Serb Orthodox identity wholeheartedly backed by the numerous organizations and right-wing Serb youth groups. Radulović also said that ‘Our state recognizes the Church in law. Thereby it recognizes the internal organization of the churches and religious communities and their law; the state recognizes this law as state law and has a duty to make sure that they are respected. This means that Orthodox places of worship cannot be built without the permission of the eparchial governing board and the blessing of the competent bishop.’


The writer and publicist Momir Lazić said that there were several boards in Serbia ready at a moment’s notice to ‘tear down those blasphemous buildings’ and, in a characteristic outburst of hate speech, charged that ‘Montenegrin Ustashe such as Jevrem Brković’
 were involved in the project to build a temple of the Montenegrin Orthodox Church. He also denounced the Montenegrin and Macedonian Orthodox Churches as sects and urged the government to ‘pass a law [as soon as possible] prohibiting these sects to carry on any activity in Serbia.’
 Otačastveni pokret Obraz too threatened to react violently in the event of the two ‘quasi-churches’ attempting to build their temples: ‘If it were up to Obraz to decide, there’d be no building at all; but if the sectarians stick to their plans, Obraz is certainly not going to stand idly by,’ said Obraz president Mladen Obradović.


Serbia’s government has long refused to face the fact of the existence of extreme, organized radicalism manifested in the activities of these organizations for several years past. Its reaction to the numerous incidents involving physical assault, the writing of graffiti, and publishing by these organizations has on the whole been inadequate, most of these incidents being treated as isolated occurrences. This was condemned by, among others, the nongovernmental organization Human Rights Watch, which noted in its report that ‘Violence against minorities has increasingly become a problem in Serbia today’,
 also warning that ‘the Serbian government’s response to these attacks has been inadequate’, that the incidents had been minimized, and that ‘the Serbian government’s weak reaction to ethnic and religious violence has served to encourage Serb extremists.’


The appearance of anti-Semitic graffiti and posters in Belgrade at the end of March 2005 prompted the first determined response on the part of the authorities and public condemnation on a wider scale. The Serbian president, Boris Tadić, denounced the incidents and asked the authorities to carry out a prompt investigation. He was joined in this demand by the Serbia and Montenegro Ministry of Foreign Affairs and the ruling coalition (the Democratic Party of Serbia, G17 + and Serbian Renewal Movement) as well as by opposition parties and nongovernmental organizations. Whereas the members of the ruling coalition effectively identified the problem as pressure on the media and advocacy of an unfree press,
 the announcements of the opposition parties, notably the Social Democratic Union and the Civic Alliance of Serbia, placed the incidents in the proper political context. They said that the anti-Semitic and pro-Nazi posters were redolent of the ‘ideological preparation for war and violence from the Milošević rule era’
 as well as saw the labelling of dissentients and public calls for lynching ‘proof of the impotence of the present government resolutely to oppose the retrograde forces on our political stage.’


In their response to these incidents, nongovernmental organizations asked the authorities to ban and strike off the register of citizens’ associations all organizations spreading racial, religious and national hatred. However, it was only after Nacionalni stroj disrupted the round table at the Novi Sad Faculty of Philosophy on 9 November 2005 that the government took adequate action to punish activities of this and like organizations. In acting as it did the government was largely influenced by the reaction of the international community, which had begun to pay ever closer attention to the radicalization of society in Serbia. In the event both the government and the general public had to confront the fact that the existence of neo-Nazi and clerofascist organizations and right-wing Christian youth coalesced around Dveri srpske and Obraz
 in Serbia was not a marginal problem but evidence of a radicalized Serbian society.


The Vojvodina government reacted to the Faculty of Philosophy incident by announcing that it would call for a ban on the neo-Nazi groups. After that the Vojvodina Assembly received from the Vojvodina Assembly Security Committee and the Serbian Ministry of Internal Affairs (MUP) a communication listing ‘informal social groups with neo-Nazi characteristics on the territory of Serbia’.
 The announcement by the Vojvodina Assembly president, Bojan Kostreš, that a ban on the Obraz movement would be proposed drew a sharp response from its members. Thus, in an interview with Start, Mladen Obradović said: ‘No ban can prevent the spiritual and nation-building rebirth of Serbdom which Obraz advocates!...With God’s help, we will free ourselves from these modern tyrants in the same way as we freed ourselves from the Ottoman Turks!’
 For Otačastveni pokret Obraz, the nation-building rebirth of Serbdom is a struggle to establish a ‘Serb nation state which will liberate and unite all the stolen and occupied Serb homelands – not only present-day Serbia and Montenegro including Kosovo and Metohija, but also Republika Srpska, the Serb Krajina and Southern Serbia (Serb Macedonia),
 for only such a ‘free and unified Serb nation state...is the prerequisite of the survival of the Serb people in the wind-swept Balkans and world’.


At its meeting on 20 December 2005 the Vojvodina Assembly adopted the motion of the ruling coalition, consisting of the Democratic Party, Alliance of Vojvodina Hungarians, Strength of Serbia movement and League of Social Democrats of Vojvodina, to ban the neo-Nazi, racist and clerofascist organizations and groups in Serbia, as well as to ban the rallies of all World War Two military formations which collaborated with or were part of the fascist occupying forces and which disturb the public and incite national tensions.


The proceedings against the members of Nacionalni stroj who disrupted the ‘Fascist Threat’ round table in Novi Sad on 9 November were conducted by Miroslav Alimpić, a judge of the Novi Sad District Court. He said that the confiscated Nacionalni stroj statute ‘glorifies racism’ and advocates the ‘rebirth and preservation of the sound values of the Serb nation as a component part of the white race’.
 The culprits were charged with ‘inciting national and racial hatred by physically abusing those present and endangering their safety’. According to the Serbian MUP, Nacionalni stroj is a ‘clandestine, racist, chauvinist anti-Semitic organization’
 which recruits members by ‘advocating the preservation of centuries-old Serb territories, the unification of all Serb lands in a Serb state and the preservation of Orthodoxy’.
 The MUP also listed the following racist, (clero)fascist organizations operating in Vojvodina/Serbia:


The skinheads fight ‘crime, drugs, sexual perversion and other kinds of destructive cults and all kinds of religious sects, freemasonry. They are against Roma, Albanians, Muslims, Jews, blacks, foreigners. They strive for a centralist Serb state resting on monarchy and Orthodoxy...’
 On 13 November a group of some 15 skinheads attacked the residents of the Roma settlement in the Staro sajmište district of Belgrade. The incident passed almost unnoticed by the media and an appeal to the authorities to do all in their power to stop the continuous terror campaign against Roma did not attract much attention.
 Furthermore, a project to construct a publicly-funded settlement in New Belgrade for Roma was fiercely opposed by local residents (Start, 19 November).


Krv i čast uses emblems which resemble those of National Socialism, its flag displaying modified swastikas, a two-headed eagle and four tinder-box steels. It fights for the expansion of ‘National Socialism by inspiring followers with radical activism’.


Rasni nacionalisti - rasonalisti want ‘...the Serbs to have the most rights in their state and to decide on their own state themselves. They advocate a struggle against Roma, for a state in which there are no drug addicts, homosexuality, sectarians, thieves, degenerates and other mental patients’.


Obraz campaigns for the rehabilitation of Bishop Nikolaj Velimirović, Milan Nedić, Dimitrije Ljotić, Draža Mihailović and for a state ‘blessed by God, for honest politics, for a patriotic army, for schools with faith, for Serbdom with Obraz’.
 On 17 May 2005 they forced their way into the ‘Liberation of Srebrenica’ panel discussion at the Belgrade Faculty of Law, wearing T-shirts with the JSO emblem and portraits of Radovan Karadžić. NIN, 29 December.


The MUP also mentioned Sveti Justin Filozof and the Svetozar Miletić Serb national movement.


The MUP’s reaction to the Novi Sad incident bore out a discriminatory attitude on the part of Serbian institutions: an anonymous Novi Sad police source told Građanski list that along with lists of skinheads, drug addicts, criminals and prostitutes, the police kept lists of homosexuals which, although legally irrelevant, greatly facilitated their work.


Even if the neo-Nazi, racist and clerofascist organizations and groups in Serbia are banned according to the demand of the ruling coalition in Vojvodina, there remains the problem of its implementation by the current government and its institutions, particularly the ministries of justice and internal affairs. Nacionalni stroj, for instance, is an informal, unregistered organization with no organizational structure and hierarchy. Jovan Byford argues that one cannot arrest the leaders or seize the materials of an informal ‘organization’ consisting of a website registered abroad and of individuals. He maintains that even if there is a ban, the results in terms of a decrease of racist violence would be minimal.
 As regards registered organizations such as Obraz, the situation is quite different and this explains its members’ resistance to the Vojvodina Assembly ban motion. If the Serbian Assembly upholds the Vojvodina Assembly’s resolution, Obraz and other organizations propagating like ideas may be officially banned.

Anti-Semitism

The endurance of anti-Semitism is in direct disproportion to the very small number
 of Jews and their political and economic influence. Its principal sources may be found in numerous literary works with a marked anti-Semitic content as well as in the activities of a number of dignitaries of the SPC which figures as the ‘spiritual sponsor of extreme anti-Semitic associations such as Obraz, Sv. Justin, Svetozar Miletić, and of certain theological periodicals on whose editorial staffs young people preponderate, as they do in the aforementioned organizations’.
 Anti-Semitism is also in evidence in the public utterances of quite a large number of politicians and public figures who continue to uphold the thesis about a world (Jewish) conspiracy against Serbia.


Aca Singer, president of the Union of Jewish Municipalities in Serbia and Montenegro (SCG), believes that ‘there is less [anti-Semitism in Serbia] than in other Eastern or Western countries, though more than before, especially since the October events...Prejudices from earlier times apparently survive and are fed by certain anti-Semitic websites or occasional books of an anti-Semitic nature such as the edition by Ratomir Đurđević...’
 That anti-Semitism was only part of the general state of affairs in society was confirmed by Filip David who said that the ‘anti-Semitism isn’t the problem, it’s the xenophobia, racism, fanaticism...the development of the ideology of hatred, the negation of difference’.


Other than in incidents including the scrawling of graffiti, desecration of graveyards and verbal abuse, all of which conform to a pattern of intolerance and hatred of other minority groups, a major characteristic of the Serbian brand of anti-Semitism is ‘in evidence to an exceptional degree in publishing’.
 Among the numerous titles are The Jewish Conspiracy Against the Serbs, The Serb People in the Clutches of the Jews, Under the Six-pointed Star, Why I Admire Adolf Hitler, Dead Cows vs. Six Million Dead Jews, Why Racism Is Correct, The Protocol of the Learned Elders of Zion, Bishop Nikolaj on the Judaites, the Enemies of Christians and Christianity, Wicked and Damned, The Conspiracy of Conspiracies, The Evildoers of Mankind, The Judaite Conspiracy Against God and Man, etc. The number of websites propagandizing anti-Semitism was on the increase and a list of some 20 members of the Jewish community in Serbia appeared on the Serbian-language open forum on www.stormfront.org including insulting and threatening messages.


Isak Aisel, the Rabi of Serbia and Montenegro, told Večernje novosti that he was ‘astonished at the number of anti-Semitic books in Belgrade. I personally counted over one hundred titles. And I will not mention how surprised I was at the mass editions of the Protocol of the Learned Elders of Zion, the tales of a conspiracy theory, that the Jews are to blame for everything.’


Towards the end of February 2005 a number of incidents occurred first in Novi Sad then in Niš. In Novi Sad, copies were distributed of Milorad Mojić’s anti-Semitic brochure Srpski narod u kandžama Jevreja (The Serb People in the Clutches of the Jews) published by the Krv i čast Srbije (The Blood and Honour of Serbia) publishing house from Žabalj. A few days later, skinheads attacked two young Roma in Niš causing numerous injuries to one of them.
 Neither of the incidents prompted any response worthy of note and it was not before a spate of coordinated incidents took place in Belgrade and other towns in Serbia at the end of March that the authorities and civil society reacted. In Belgrade graffiti appeared at the Jewish cemetery and outside the Reks cinema and the offices of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia and the Humanitarian Law Centre, the messages reading ‘Resist the 5th of October Zionist occupation’, ‘B92 is Jewish television’, ‘Jewish parasites get out of Serbia’, ‘We want freedom, not a Jewish yoke’, ‘Sonja Biserko – Jewish pawn – humble servant of the Jew world order’, etc. Also, anti-Semitic posters were pasted in the centre of Belgrade urging a boycott of B92: ‘Boycott [them over their] anti-Serb activities, pernicious influence on Serb youth, support for an independent Kosovo, support for the spreading of drug abuse, homosexuality and other diseases from the West and support for a multi-racial new world order’.
 The graffiti and posters were signed by Nacionalni stroj.


Soon afterwards anti-Semitic and racist graffiti were scrawled on several buildings in Negotin saying ‘Serbia for Serbs’, ‘For a white future for the race and nation’ (next to a crossed-out Star of David), ‘11th 11th crystal clear’, ‘Racial equality is a Jewish trap’.


Many public figures including members of the Jewish community in Serbia took the position that such incidents and their frequency indicated the existence of an organized racist movement in Serbia, as well as that the ‘burgeoning of racism, anti-Semitism and fascism in Serbia has not been taken seriously by the competent institutions’.
 Academic Dr Ljubomir Tadić, president of the Society of Serb-Jewish Friendship, agreed that the way the graffiti and posters were ‘written and worded indicates the start of an organized action’.


The SPC Synod condemned the Belgrade posters and graffiti as a phenomenon unacceptable in theological, moral, legal and civilizational terms. It stressed that ‘Serbs in particular, both as Orthodox Christians and as a people which has experienced enormous suffering in a distant and more recent past, and which continues to suffer in Kosovo and Metohija today’ must show ‘the martyr’s exceptional understanding for the suffering and victims of the Jewish people’. ‘If the wounds of our own people pain us – as indeed they do – then all the wounds of all peoples must pain us too, especially those of a people whose victims of genocide run into the millions’.
 Although the SPC had distanced itself from anti-Semitism on several occasions, its canonization of Nikolaj Velimirović shows that ‘in an institutional sense it remains a strong promoter of anti-Semitic ideas and of a fitting hate speech’.
 In view of the fact that the SPC has not yet addressed the consequences of war in the former Yugoslavia, especially the genocide against Bosniaks in Srebrenica, the Synod’s announcement can be regarded as a gesture of political propriety rather than as a fundamental stance of the SPC as an institution.


Indicatively, on the occasion of these incidents, civil initiatives pointed out in a statement that the new wave of extreme Serb nationalism was ‘under the aegis of certain state and church institutions’.


In a statement in which it condemned the anti-Semitic outbursts, the SANU said: ‘Given that the history of the Serb people is marked by tolerance and good relations with all people regardless of their national, religious and racial background, we are bound to follow these examples set by our ancestors’.
 One rightly doubts the sincerity of this statement given that the SANU was the powerhouse of the wars in the former Yugoslavia. The defeats suffered in these wars are the source of frustration of Serbian politics and society, especially of the right-wing youth organizations advocating racial, religious and national intolerance and hatred.


In view of the recent historical and present social and political context in Serbia, there is no doubt that anti-Semitism itself is neither the only nor the chief problem which Serbian society and politics ought to address. In the broadest sense the problem concerns the attitude to difference and otherness, the negation of which is manifested in various xenophobic, racist and other incidents and discourses aimed at the establishment of a uniform (ethnic) political, social and cultural environment which, according to the right-wing youth organizations, ought to be based on the traditional Serb values rooted in the cult of St Sava.


Many in Serbia insist that a people which has itself experienced a holocaust cannot be anti-Semitic (and racist). Mladen Obradović of Obraz, for instance, argues that ‘there is here no organized hatred with a nation, church, or even government behind it.’
 The object of such arguments is to relativize the anti-Semitic and racist incidents and play them down as isolated incidents unrepresentative of the current state of affairs in Serbian society and politics. Evidence of anti-Semitism in Serbia is routinely countered with claims that there are concentration camps in Kosovo no one talks about, and the situation of the Serbs in Kosovo is used in counter-attacks on nongovernmental organizations urging punishment of those guilty of anti-Semitic incidents and hate speech. The lack of adequate response to anti-Semitic incidents by the authorities and the public in general is a cause for concern. Although under Article 134 of the Penal Code anti-Semitism may be prosecuted as the spreading of religious, national and racial hatred, the prosecuting authorities have failed to act upon many complaints against publishers of anti-Semitic texts by the Union of Jewish Communities in SCG.
 The failure of the authorities to react adequately to the spreading of racial, religious and national hatred shows that they and the institutions are immature and unwilling to assume full political responsibility for the increasing radicalization of society and politics in Serbia. Anti-Semitism in Serbia cannot be viewed as an isolated phenomenon and its roots should be sought in the general radicalization of society and politics. In this sense, the anti-Semitism and its manifestations are an integral part of the mainstream exclusive policy and thought that negate and discriminate against any difference on national, ethnic, religious or other grounds.

Hate speech

As a party to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, Serbia is committed to penalizing any propaganda and hate speech inciting to discrimination and violence. Thus Article 20 (2) of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights specifies: ‘Any advocacy of national, racial or religious hatred that constitutes incitement to discrimination, hostility or violence shall be prohibited by law.’
 Further, the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination requires all states to ‘...condemn racial discrimination and undertake to pursue by all appropriate means...’
 and to ‘...prohibit...by all appropriate measures, including legislation...racial discrimination by any persons, group or organization...’


In Serbia, however, hate speech continued to figure prominently in public discourse in 2005 too. Although the Law on Public Information of the Republic of Serbia prohibits the publication of ideas, information and opinions inciting to discrimination, hatred or violence against persons or groups on account of their race, religion, nationality, ethnicity, gender or sexual orientation (Article 38), as well as provides that violating the ban on hate speech is an actionable offence (Article 39), proceedings were instituted against violators in only a few cases and that on the initiative of nongovernmental organizations and the Union of Jewish Municipalities in SCG.


There is no doubt that a large segment of the public in Serbia is inclined to look upon hate speech as the exercise of freedom of speech or the promotion of a legitimate political option: in his initial response to Nomokanon’s ‘Truth About Srebrenica’ panel discussion,
 even Serbian President Boris Tadić considered this the right to a different political stance. The panel discussion prompted eight nongovernmental organizations to request the Serbian Assembly to pass a resolution on Srebrenica committing the state authorities to condemn any negation, justification and glorification of crime, spreading of discrimination and incitement to violence.


Nongovernmental organizations and representatives of pro-Western liberal and social democratic options are the main targets of hate speech. In its 21st issue Ogledalo, a periodical close to the SPC, ran an article by Dr Miloš Minić titled ‘Ustani čistokrvni Srbine’ (Rise, pure-blooded Serb) and subtitled ‘Srpska Vojvodina protiv evroslinavaca’ (Serb Vojvodina against the European slabberers), a text brimming over with hate speech against Vojvodina’s minorities and pro-Europe bloc comprising a small number of political options and nongovernmental organizations. ‘Is it natural for a non-Serb who hates Serbs to live in Serbia?...Such people belong in a mental hospital...A person who applauds frenetically while catholic-protestant bombs rain down on Serbia is a son of a bitch who doesn’t belong in Serbia!’
 The author calls the nongovernmental organizations de-Serbianized bastards who are backing a project to restore Austria-Hungary (in the context of Vojvodina’s autonomy) and to destabilize the Serbian state: ‘We’re going to settle with them with no quarter given. There won’t be any time for them to invoke any human rights at all...’


Besides members of nongovernmental organizations, persons with different sexual orientation are often the victims of all kinds of discrimination and hate speech and attacks by nationalistic, clerofascist and right-wing groups. The fact that homosexuals and lesbians are not treated as fully equal members of society ‘indicates lack of political will for Serbia to become a modern European state based on democratic values’, says the declaration of the Women in Black on the occasion of the 15th anniversary of gay and lesbian activism. On 19 May 2005 Nacional ran an article on homosexuality in Serbia headlined ‘Interest in the Same Sex Is a Disease Which Has not Bypassed Us’. Another article, published in Glas javnosti and discussing the ‘fitness’ of the members of the Incest Trauma Centre to deal with victims of trauma/incest, shows that such attitudes are at least implicitly characteristic of some political elites and public opinion in Serbia: ‘Work with victims of trauma is responsible and not at all easy and therefore cannot be done by people who have not undergone training...If this work is performed by those who do not belong to the category of psychically normal, so much the worse.’
 The debate on whether or not homosexual marriages should be allowed and homosexual couples permitted to adopt children, as well as the political party commentaries in this connection, are evidence enough that homophobia exists also within the ranks of the present democratic government which prefers our (Serb? Orthodox?) customs and morals to the democratic (and Western) concept of equality for all. Miloš Aligrudić of the Democratic Party of Serbia said: ‘While I am personally opposed to any discrimination, the question arises as to what is in the interests of society. I think that homosexual marriages aren’t at all. The legalization of homosexual marriages and permitting them to adopt children clashes with our concepts of customs and morals...’
 The spokeswoman for the New Serbia party, Dubravka Filipovski, said that the party was adamantly opposed to ‘kinky marriages’ because, ‘after all, the SPC too is opposed to unisex marriages, which is yet another reason why Nova Serbia is against’.


Apparently there is no anti-discriminatory legislation regarding LGBT rights and others. Although a number of laws such as the labour, broadcasting, public information and high education laws contain provisions prohibiting discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation, the Family Law encourages such discrimination directly, its Article 1 (1) regarding as common-law marriages only long-lasting cohabitation of persons of different sex.


Radicalism in Serbia, in its various manifestations as racism, chauvinism, xenophobia, anti-Semitism, homophobia, hate speech, etc., is a prominent feature of the country’s public life. Although some of it is partly due to the continuation of the Milošević-era policy, the fact that it draws its current momentum from resistance to Serbia’s European integration and the negation of European standards and values gives rise to special concern. The flirtation with some of these phenomena on the part of the authorities, as well as their denial of the effects of these phenomena on social and political trends in Serbia, indicates their fundamental unwillingness to distance themselves from the policy and practice of crime which dominated and continues to dominate Serbia.

Attacks on Human Right Defenders


The anti-NGO camp is very broad, it comprises the incumbent political authorities, opposition, political analysts, tabloids and »serious« media alike, representatives of »approved«  NGOs and independent individuals. On the matter they speak with one voice, for they maintain that some NGOs, notably those dealing with human rights, compromise the civilian sector and contribute to radicalization of the society and consequently the rise in the popularity rating of the Radical Party. Starting  point in vilification and denial of the NGO sector is the allegation that they are a modern invention, imported from the West, and consequently anti-Orthodox and anti-Serb. The authorities manifested not only the essential misunderstanding of the role of NGOs in  protecting and championing human rights, but also misapprehension of the role of the state and the ruling structures as an ideologiocal controller of freedom of association. Essentially at play is a genuine censorship of freedom of association,  systematic misuse and limitation of freedom of thinking. In parallel, by backing the preservation of prejudices against NGOs the authorities show ignorance of international mechanisms and documents, notably of the UN Charter on Human Rights and Universal Declaration on Human Rights.   
Founding of  a group of eight NGOs in early 2005 has substantively contributed to sensitivization  of the public  with respect to the importance of co-operation with the Hague Tribunal, and raizing of issue of responsibility for the war crimes. The eight NGO proposal of  Declaration of  Srebrenica provoked a series of responses notably of the incumbent authorities. The tenth anniversary of Srebrenica genocide prompted the whole world to address the issue of  international responsibility for the Srebrenica crime.  Serbia was also expected to make a move showing a kind of empathy for victims. Instead the government directly accused the group of 8 NGOs for undermining its strategy of „voluntary surrender.” Then a campaign was mounted against those NGOs with the argument that they were illegitimately dealing with the political issues. The NGO  Declaration was publicly depicted as a radical provocation aimed at undermining the government. Demonization of the NGO group, notably of the four women fronting four NGOs, was effected through well-proven stereotypes: the issue of their „non-transparent,”  their support  to „illegitimate” state of emergency, portrayal of NGOs as a factor of radicalization of Serbia, their illegitimacy, and identification of NGOs with „the female foursome.” 

Mystification of financing of NGOs serves as a main argument against them and for their disqualification as „foreign mercenaries”. The foregoing calls into question their good intentions and patriotism. It is being implied that their activities are ordered by the Western colonizers who are bent on destroying the Christian Orthodoxy and identity of the Serb people. A genuine financial standing of those organizations is rarely mentioned, though the relevant data may be easily donwloaded from the web sites of those NGOs, or obtained from the Public Revenues Directorate. Namely all donations are paid into local banks and consequently taxed as „income of producing companies”, which constitutes a genuine discrimination with respect to the NGO treatment in neighbouring country and in the world in general. 
 It is also frequently implied that some NGOs are funded by mafia,  and most frequently by the Albanian mafia.
 Duško Janjić, Co-ordinator of the Forum for Ethnic Relations, stresses that a play is an attempt to depict NGOs as organizations enjoying lucrative benefits from non-transparent financing. In fact, according to Janjic,  „the sintagm of transparent funding is being used to place under control activities of  allegedly «politicking» NGOs and thus limit their freedom of expression and their criticism of the existing situation in the society and state.“
 

This anti-NGO- financing campaign is similar to the one recently mounted by Putin in Russia. In fact at play is an attempt to effect «putinization» of the NGO sector in Serbia. Such an extreme stand on the civilian sector most evidently indicates the weaknesses of the incumbent govenrment and its extreme sensitivity to any critical opinion. However, the civilian sector has its weaknesses too. Part of NGOs is very close to government, does not have a critical distance, and often  emerges as the most vocal detractor of the «disobedient part of NGOs.» In fact at play is an attempt to control foreign donations and organizations perceived as internationally influential, notably organizations for human rights. Sonja Liht,  presented to the public as a  „veteran of NGO sector in Serbia“, is the sharpest detractor with her thesis that the aforementioned NGOs are „necrophile, vengeful, bent on preventing Serbia's democratization.» In fact that part of NGOs is used to undermine the second part of NGOs and discredit them before the eyes of the international community.  

It is underscored that „private NGOs, funded by billions of dollars of George Soros, are publicly working on toppling of the regime which they don't like, mostly by dint of the local media funding“, and „personalities like  Nataša Kandić, Sonja Biserko and Biljana Kovačević Vučo, are paid by those very circles and institutions to do that...“ Dr Srdja Trifković, Director of the Internationl Relations Centre of the US Rockford Institute, deems that NGOs “should be abolished...or cease to exist.“ He thinks that the state bodies of Serbia and Montenegro and of Republika Srpska should examine sources of their financing, and close them down by a summary procedure, if it is proved that those NGOs are in fact politically motivated institutions.
 Sonja Liht aired similar arguments:  „for an average Serb Nataša Kandic, Sonja Biserko and Biljana Kovačevic Vučo embody all those NGOs“, for „they call into question the nature, the role and existence of NGOs“.

 
The authorities blamed some NGOs for the 2005 decision of State Department to deprive Serbia of $ 100,000 million worth of assitance on grounds of its non-cooperation with the Hague Tribunal. That accusation was also due to the following statement of the State Department representative:»That is why the sum of $ 73 million shall reach only those reform-minded organizations and projects which are beyond the central authorities control.“ 


 In the  anti-NGO campaign oft espoused is the fact that some of them in principle backed the state of emergency as a way of preventing the collapse of the state. They are being accused of not having a critical stand on the government's violations of   human rights during the Sword operation.  That allegation is not only true, but also became the common denominator in the country and abroad. It is being manipulated by politicians, NGO activists, some intellectuals, and most often by representatives of authorities. The fact is that the Helsinki Committee and the Jurists'Committee backed the state of emergency deeming that after a coup d etait it was necessary, via legitimate measures and in keeeping with international obligations stemming from the Pact on Civil and Political Rights and the European Charter Liberties, to re-establish security and human rights protection. The Fund for Humanitarian Law was against the introduction of the state of emergency for «without establishment of certain institutions such a state of emergency may contribute to cementing of criminalized services.» However all those three organizations joined various groups for monitoring possible violations of human rights, and the authorities-taken measures possibly subject to  political misuses. Those  ad hoc groups were set up within the UN Committee for Human Rights, and embraced representatives of a larger number of foreign and domestic  NGOs, as well as representatives of international organizations and relevant foreign embassies. In the immediate aftermath of proclamation of the state of emergency, nearly all domestic NGOs rallied in the Centre for Cultural Decontamination to launch a campaign « Stop the Crimes». 

             Under the pressure of international community the authorities were compelled to establish a kind of co-operation  (“voluntary surrender”) with the Hague Tribunal, which on the internal plane resulted in an increased represion against part of civilian society, notably NGOs dealing with human rights and facing up to the past, political opponents and political rivals.

Accusations against and attacks on NGOs 

Attacks on NGOs peaked after initiative of he eight NGOs aimed at prompting the Serb parliament to adopt Declaration on Srebrenica. That initiative was publicly demonized as "a cuckoo's nest" and allegation was floated that «adoption of that declaration would have a broader impact on the International Court of Justice in the Hague, before which the FRY was accused of aggression and genocide.»
  When the campaign peaked  Dragoljub Kojčić (DPS), called on the Serb parliament to set up  „a special committee to launch a probe into the NGO-led anti-Serb campaign“, while Ivica Dačić (SSP) criticized the initiative of Vojvodina authorities that «the anniversary of Srebrenica crime, the 11th July, be proclaimed a day of mourning. “
 

Though the unwillingness of both the government and parliament to adopt the Declaration on Srebrenica was evident, the said document was nonetheless debated by the Serb parliament. MPs though failing to agree on adoption of the resolution on condemnation of war crimes nonetheless for 5 hours discussed the Srebrenica event, though it was not on the agenda. At the very beginning of the emergency session MPs of the Serb Radical Party, Democratic Party of Serbia, and the Socialist Party of Serbia, accused NGOs of being behind «the anti-Serb campaign.». Aleksandar Vučić (SRP) accused the Chair of the Fund for the Humanitarian Law of fronting the „anti-Serb campaign” and  stated that she „falsely accused Tomislav Nikolić of participation in a war crime“. The column  "Psychological Profile of Sonja Biserko” of daily  Glas javnosti read: "Through her half-closed eyes, covered by an unusual hair-style, that woman watches over the results of her work, and thinks up other activity which would be liked better by her boss and those who evaluate her."
 

That campaign escalated after the screening of a documentary film on  Škorpioni, in the Hague Tribunal, and its later airing on most domestic TV stations. Patriotic camp immediately qualified that film as a “doctored video” and an attempt to disqualify Serbs. It was stressed that “as of late, by its intense activity, the video/film doctoring and political manipulation of the Srebrenica case, the “NGO government” in Serbia headed by the notorious Nataša Kandić, showed its true power. And it seems that the internal war for primacy among enemies systematically installed in Serbia, Natasa Kandic has finally won with a major score difference to her advantage. Thus the “silver medal” could go to ”famous“ Sonja Biserko and the bronze medal to the following media entourage: B92, „Danas“, „Vreme“,... All others remained on the sidelines of the competition “How To Successfully  Demonize Serbs and Serbia,” though many are stubbornly struggling not to lose their place in the league of users of Soros- the US-, and the Shiptari drug mafia-funded projects. It is obvious that Natasa Kandic would so keenly train the Hague witnesses only for a solid sum of money! Thus the second-league NGOs, continue their training with the hope of joining the first league. And there are many of them: Biljana Kovačević Vučo, Borka Pavićević, Vesna Pešić, Latinka Perović...,the bereaved revolutionary Čeda Jovanović and „the ever-merry Žarko Korać“. „But when speaking about Natasa Kandic, her satellite Sonja Biserko and others from those leagues of rogues, Soros-funded Mudjahedins, to mention the hard facts and morals, is a useless venture.“ 

Eight NGOs on the 10th anniversary of Srebrenica genocide organized a series of manifestations, which were sharply criticized as being “anti-Serb,” and leaders of those organizations were branded and demonized as-traitors.  

The NGO-staged rally to mark the 10th anniversary of Srebrenica in Belgrade’s central square, ended with the police throwing tear-gas on the circle made up by NGO activists.  Thus the protest “Let Us Not Forget” staged by the Women in Black was interrupted. Some anti-NGO militants before the police action chanted:  „Knife, Wire, Srebrenica” Srebrenica“, and „Nataša Kandić Is a Whore“. Police detained 9 youngsters with shaved head, and the rally was protected by three police cordons. The rally was attended by NGO activists from Italy, Israel, the US, Germany and Serbia and also by the Chair of the Fund for Humanitarian Law, Natasa Kandic, the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia, and its Chair Sonja Biserko, the Jurists  Committee for Human Rights, and its chair  Biljana Kovačević-Vučo
 and Borka Pavićević, from the Cultural Decontamination Centre”.

Initiative of the Young for Human Rights on 27 June 2005 placed over 30 billboards in Belgrade, Novi Sad, Niš and Čačak, with photos of the Sarajevo author,  Tarik Samarah, originally from Srebrenica. The message next to the photo was the following: ”To See, To Know, To Remember“. Within a few days, all billboards were destroyed. The following was written with a black paint over them: Knife, Wire,  Srebrenica; Ratko Mladić; There Shall Be Reprisals, etc. Campaign was commented by numerous public personalities, notably  Dragan Kojadinović, the Culture Minister of Serbia: „We should speak about all crimes, instead of condemning only one people of all the wrong-doing.“ Savo Štrbac, President of Documentation Centre Veritas, thus commented the aforementioned billboards: “This is something that the late Jovan Rašković, called an aggression of conscience, when speaking about the Croat Democratic Community pressure on Serbs in Croatia, and that party’s claim that everything was Croat, even the air and water.“ He ended his text with the following words: „It is odd that in our country we don’t have a regulatory body, controlling contents of all ads and thus preventing the emergence of similar photos on the streets. Such a body exists in all European countries, but we, faced with its absence, leave everything to the free will of those who place such ads.“

           Media in Serbia underscored that  „one does knot know whether such billboards insult more the dead people in their coffins, and their families, who thus become the object of a money-collecting marketing campaign of NGOs (I have never before heard of that organization the  „Initiative of the Young for Human Rights“), or it is more insulting for citizens of this city and their children, for they are supposed to feel, like Germans in 1944, collective guilt, and are furthermore thus compelled to feel pain and repentance.“

             There is much insistence on money donated for such actions: „Humanitarians who are humane only when they get some money, have adorned Belgrade with billboards relating to Srebrenica, probably with the idea of  compelling us to continue to “genocidal actions”, that is, of driving us to strangle anyone who even dares mention the genocide. “. 

             The sharpest criticism and most virulent attacks come from the academic circles notably those anti-Western ones. In his interview to Svedok,  academician Kosta Čavoški said: "Sonja Biserko is the person with the least moral right to criticize anyone on any ground. She has for a long time worked as a state, that is a diplomatic employee, and as such was vetted regarding her loyalty to the authorities. And that vetting was primarily done by the secret police. After an extensive vetting she was considered ‘absolutely theirs”, that is a true communist. She worked closely with Minister Lončar, who was, as far as I may recall, a minister during the time of Slobodan Milošević... Hence she does not have the moral right to take to task anyone."
 

            Ogledalo  in a very cynical tone covered the initiative "Thousand Women for Nobel Peace Prize", and Sonja Biserko, Chair of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia, was among that  group of all-female contenders: "By proposing those “activists” was someone “just having fun:” …on the other hand the last thing Kandić’s 'stooge'  Sonja Biserko needs is a Nobel prize.” That text, which is in fact a re-print of her alleged biography from Internacional (11 January 2005) reads: 'Sonja Biserko
 is not terribly keen on questions related to her nationality, and she hides many other biographical data from the Serb public. However, it is known that she has worked in the Foreign Ministry as an aide to the former, famous Foreign Minister,  Budimir Lončar, that she has no children and other family-related obligations, and that she is entirely devoted to the aforementioned 'activities'" ("... that is to a continual and unlimited vilification of the most hated people on the Earth, – the Serb people").
 

Instigation of hatred and violence against NGOs


          One of forms of  the anti-NGO campaign is graffiti-writing.  Thus on the night of  4 November 2004 over the name plate of the Fund for Humanitarian Law, next to the entrance to the NGO seat, a Nazi swastika was painted with a spray.  On  22 March   2005. on the same plate the Star of David was painted, and on the wall facing the FHL entry seat’s the following graffiti were painted: „Nataša Kandić is a Jewish stooge –an obedient servant of the Jewish World Order“, „No to the Zionist occupation of the world“, „In the combat for Serbia to the ultimate victory“, “Serbia to Serbs“; on 11 July  2005 for the third time over the FHL name plate the Star of David was painted with a spray. 
 


          Within the framework of the latest anti-NGO campaign the graffiti “Members of Sect Must Leave Serbia Immediately” was painted for months on the wall facing the office of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Belgrade. On the office door and other walls the following graffiti were written: "Sonja Biserko – a Jewish stooge –an obedient servant of the Jewish World Order", "Serbia to Serbs" and "B92 = Star of David." .


          Nataša Kandić’s statement that Toma Nikolić, Vice President of the Serb Radical Party was accountable for the death of several old men in village Antin, in  1991, prompted the Radicals to mount a brutal, anti-NGO campaign, even in the Serb parliament. At a parliamentary session, Radical Party, DPS and SPS MPs sharply criticized NGO, and even accused them of being behind ’’the anti-Serb campaign.’’ Added to that the Deputy Head of SRP MP group, Aleksandar Vučić, branded the Chair of the Fund for Humanitarian Law, Natasa Kandic “a gang-leader conducting an anti-Serb campaign”.
 Vučić also said that the Chair of  FHL was „a pathological liar“....Vucic also accused Kandic of „mounting a campaign against all things and persons bearing a Serb hallmark“ and expressed his conviction that she would “end behind the bars“
 …and according to him, ”then, the others…all those con-men and con-women shall also end up in the only place they merit-the jail.“

 
         The leak of information that the Serb Secret Services were monitoring the work of NGOs was the last in a series of  the authorities’ actions aimed at both compromising and intimidating NGO activists. In other words, Head of the Security-Intelligence Agency of Serbia, Rade Bulatović, at the session of the Committee for Security and Defense of the Serb parliament stated that those services were monitoring the work of some NGOs. Daily   Danas thus commented that statement: “When the first man of security services says that his services are monitoring the work of some NGOs and stresses that they “misuse the NGO status and are mostly funded by those foreign centers to later promote political and security tasks notably in the area of Raska and South Serbia,” that the foregoing signals the beginning of a witch-hunt. One may quite effortlessly recognize those monitored NGOs:  Centre for Cultural Decontamination, the Belgrade Circle, Jurists’ Committee for Human Rights, the Fund for Humanitarian Law, Initiative of the Young, Women in Black, Civil Initiatives and the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia. ”.

� The idea of a Greater Serbia incorporating Serb ethnic space in the former Yugoslavia.


� Mirko Đorđević, ‘O izvorima ideja nove srpske desnice’, discourse at the ‘New Serb Right and Anti-Semitism’ round table organized by the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia, Belgrade, 3 November 2005.


� Ibid.


� Mirko Đorđević, Vreme, 7 April 2005.


� In its Preliminary Draft Serb Youth National Programme for the 21sth century, the Serb Youth Assembly, which has the support of the SPC, writes that ‘the future of the Serb state ought to be based on the cult of St Sava, the Kosovo Oath, a reappraisal of Serb culture, education and history and of relations with others, the creation of an elite, the preservation of the Serbian language and the Cyrillic, the restoration of the Serb village, the good husband’s family, parochial community, church-popular assemblies, democracy and monarchy.’ Dr Milan Vukomanović, ‘O čemu crkva (ne)može da se pita. SPC, država i društvo u Srbiji (2000-2005), � HYPERLINK "http://www.helsinki.org/" �www.helsinki.org� 2005. 


� Radovan Kupres, ‘Srpska pravoslavna crkva i novi srpski identitet’, � HYPERLINK "http://www.helsinki.org/" �www.helsinki.org� 2005.


� Obraz conducts a campaign called ‘Every Serb Is a Radovan’ in order to win recognition of the ‘truth’ about Radovan Karadžić and the just struggle of the Serb people. Start, 20 December 2005. On 17 May 2005 members of the movement wearing T-shirts with Special Operations Unit (JSO) emblems and portraits of Radovan Karadžić disrupted the ‘Liberation of Srebrenica’ panel discussion at the Faculty of Law in Belgrade. NIN, 29 December 2005.


� Danas, 24-25 September 2005.


� Ibid.


� Večernje novosti, 15 October 2005.


� The former US ambassador in Belgrade, William Montgomery, said that he had noticed a disturbing trend in the last two or three years, with high Serbian Orthodox dignitaries taking the lead in religious/nationalistic and political activities in an aggressive manner. He said that the Orthodox Church had not yet managed to make peace with the political developments over the past decades and pointed out that the SPC had used a military helicopter to place a chapel atop a mountain peak in Montenegro. Danas, 23-24 September 2005.


� Milan Radulović, Serbian Minister of Religion. Večernje novosti, 14 August 2005.


� Ibid.


� Danas, 10 August 2005.


� Nacional, 12 August 2005.


� Ibid.


� Ibid.


� Including the writing of anti-Semitic and anti-Muslim graffiti.


� Politika, 11 October 2005.


� http://www.b92.net/info/vesti/index.php?yyy=2005&mm=03&dd=22&nav_id?16483...


� Announcement of the Social Democratic Union. Ibid.


� Announcement of the Civic Alliance of Serbia. Ibid.


� Start, 11 December 2005.


� Start, 20 December 2005.


� Ibid.


� Ibid.


� Ibid.


� Politika, 21 December 2005.


� Danas, 29 November 2005.


� NIN, 29 December 2005..


� Ibid.


� Ibid.


� Start, 19 November 2005.


� NIN, 29 December 2005.


� Ibid.


� Ibid.


� Blic, 20 November 2005.


� Jovan Byford, ‘“Clerical fascism” between the mainstream and the extreme’, a discourse at the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia round table entitled ‘Racism, fascism, xenophobia...’, Novi Sad, 21 December 2005. 


� The latest census puts the number of Jews in Serbia at 1,500 to 2,000, Filip David, Danas, 16-17 April 2005.


� Filip David, ‘O antisemitizmu u Srbiji’, a discourse at the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia round table entitled ‘Nova srpska desnica i antisemitizam’, Belgrade, 3 November 2005.


� A characteristic of the Serbian brand of anti-Semitism is its use by political parties in attacks on each other. ‘The use of anti-Jewish stereotypes in interparty fighting is a characteristic of Serbia. One strives to demean one’s opponent by saying that he or she is a Jew (‘Labus is a Jew’, ‘Koštunica’s mother is Jewish’, etc.) or is close to the Jews, or else.’ Aleksandar Lebl, ‘Savremeni antisemitizam u Srbiji i svetu’, a discourse at the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia round table entitled ‘Nova srpska desnica i antisemitizam’, Belgrade, 3 November 2005.


� Večernje novosti, 23 January 2005.


� Danas, 16-17 April 2005.


� Filip David, ‘O antisemitizmu u Srbiji’, a discourse at the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia round table entitled ‘Nova srpska desnica i antisemitizam’, Belgrade, 3 November 2005.


� Večernje novosti, 27 November 2005.


� http://www.kontra-punkt.info/modules.php?op=modload&name=News&file=article&sid=...


� Ibid.


� Danas, 25 March 2005.


� Veran Matić, Politika, 23 March 2005.


� Večernje novosti, 1 April 2005.


� Politika, 25 March 2005.


� Sonja Biserko, ‘Nova srpska desnica i antisemitizam’, a discourse at the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia round table entitled ‘Nova srpska desnica i antisemitizam’, Belgrade, 2 November 2005.


� Danas, 24 March 2005.


� Večernje novosti, 29 March 2005.


� NIN, 3 May 2005.


� Aca Singer, president of the Union of Jewish Municipalities in SCG, Danas, 26-27 March 2005.


� The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.


� The International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, Article 2 (1).


� Ibid, Article 2 (1d).


� The discussion took place at the Belgrade Faculty of Law on 17 May 2005.


� Ogledalo, 15 December 2005.


� Ibid.


� Jovan Marić, Glas javnosti, 30 May 2005.


� Kurir, 11 October 2005.


� Ibid.


� Danas, 15 December 2005.


� Projects of  NGOs are funded (mostly) by foreign donors in keeping with a strict procedure, that is if NGOs meet the conditions of the previously, publicly disclosed project. Thereafter the approved funds are paid into the current account of those organizations. 


� Marko Nicović in an interview to  Svedok of 29 November  2006, says :” It is fairly easy to establish who is flirting with Shiptari, in terms of rendering support to their idea of independence. There are reported meetings, firm and public statements, contacts…But I can say that Shiptari fund over 70% of NGOs in Serbia. ”


� Politika, 


� Inter-Nacional, 5 January  2005.


� Inter-nacional, Profiteers and Sanctions,  17 January  2005.


� Srpski nacional, Cuckoo’s Egg,  26 April 2005, page  11.


� Kurir, NGOs Pursue an Anti-Serb Campaign, 25 June 2005.


� Glas javnosti, Psychological Profile, 


 27 July 2005.


�  � HYPERLINK "http://www.srpskenovineogledalo.co.yu/" �www.srpskenovineogledalo.co.yu�, Who is in fact Natasa  Kandić? No. 53. 


� Both the media and judicial campaign has been mounted against Biljana Kovačević-Vučo. Namely, she, in her capacity of lawyer of Vladimir Popović protected his human rights during the media-bashing campaign targeting Popovic, at the time of the Sword Action. As a part of his defense strategy she made certain statements at a press conference. At a later date criminal charges were filed against her “for slander and insult”. Borislav Mikelić and Bogdan Tirnanic filed private charges against her “for slander and insult”.   Aleksandar Tijanic, director of Radio-Television Serbia, filed four lawsuits against Biljana Kovacevic Vuco, that is, against  the Jurists’ Committee for Human Rights publication compiling statements made by Tijanic. Tijanić also demanded damage compensation to the value of  8.5 million dinars for infringement of his  copyright.  He subsequently demanded a provisional measure tantamount to banning of the book “The Case of Clerk  Aleksandra Tijanić”, as well as further printing and sale thereof, until the end of the lawsuit. 


� Danas, Tear-Gas against  Srebrenica, 11 July 2005.


� Glas javnosti, Crime as an Advertisement, 2 July  2005.


� Kurir, Column  Isidora Bjelice, 2-3 July  2005.


� Glas javnosti, column penned by Dragoljub Petrović, 8 July  2005.


�  Svedok, It is more probable that  Miloš Vasić was tasked by financiers to vilify and tell on their “foes,” and since I am on that list he gave a free rein to his bashing of me, too.  15 March 2005, page  11. 


� In the text ran on 8 September by daily «Tabloid» Sonja Biserko, was, inter alia, accused of being the Croat spy. Although some print media are constantly rife with lies and hatred relating to Sonja Biserko, this was a genuine call to lynch, for her private address  (street, number of building and flat) was made public too. Added to that data concerning her immediate family-which may be only in the possession of the State Security Services- were disclosed too.  


Throughout last year Sonja Biserko was repeatedly physically assaulted in front of ther flat, and those assaults were reported to the police. Also her flat was burglazired. But the police investigation produced no results. After the burglary a police patrol in front of her apartment block kept securing her physical well-being for a month. 


On grounds of the aforementioned text in  «Tabloid», lawyers of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia filed a slander lawsuit against the said daily to the republican public prosecutor.  


We are duty bound to caution the most responsible representatives of authorities of this country against the fact that the mood characterized by purges and physical assaults on public personalities does not  contribute to creation of a tolerant environment, necessary for development of any democratic society.  Passivity of elites in the face of pogrom-style methods destroys criteria/set of values/standards,  and generates apathy, while the absence of the state bodies measures against violence calls into question the security of citizens and of the soceity.  
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