
speakers maintained, that if there had been # fl" ý Fw
intervention in 199 1, as many as 100,000 lives would
have been saved.

Yet there were two argu ents against ....
Military intervention. The first one was the view of
the conflict resolution speciatists who assert that any
solution imposed by force can neyer be a truc 1
resolution of the conflict, and that any u.nresolved
conflict will reappear ini a différent, but equally
pernicious, mnanifestation. 1 have already discussed
this argument above.

The second argument was advmnced ini a
private converstion by a man who blamed the Serbs
for the preponderunce of the war crimes, but who
nevertheless would flot have sent troops to protect
their victims. He claimed that the world should not
have permitted the break-up of YugoslaviL. The
politicians who usseroed i:hese daims of
mndcpendence were criminals, he said, who inflamed
nationalist antagonisms: in their republics and incited
people to vote for sccession. Furthermore, bc
continued, ail those who illegitimately declare
independence must bear the consequences of their
own reckless actions, <n'en if onc unfortunate
consequence is to bc victimiied. The world must
show separatists r.hat if they declare independence
uniterally, the cannot cal] upon the United
Nations or NATO to came and defend themn or

fight a war of "national liberation" for thcm. OnIy if


