
Introduction*

This paper explores the possibility of methodologically and conceptually problematizing
the issue of truth, justice and reconciliation in the former Yugoslavia as opposite to, the
predominant approach of seeing these issues in the ethical or value judgment prospective. The
article wilI explore achievements in and obstacles to reconciliation among the Yugoslav successor
states. It will proceed with the fine of reasoning that success in reconciliation could be facilitated
by the re-examination of dominant narratives about the pre-war and war events (the issue of
"truth") and by the successful implementation of the principles ofjustice, such as prosecution of
war criminals. Contemporary discourses will be examined in order to position dominant
perceptions on war crimes and issues of responsibility in the post-Yugoslav "core states» of
Croatia, Bosnia, and Serbia. Special attention will be paid to their relationships toward the
International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia (ICTY). At the end, the article will
argue that: if there is the respect of separate avenues of activity of the International Criminal
Tribunal for the Former Yugoslavia, the state sponsored Truth and Reconciliation Commissions,
and the regional NGOs then they will complement each other in achieving reconcitiation among
different ethnic groups. Otherwise the clash of perceptions and incoherence in discourse of these
three groups of actors that are serving different concepts of justice could lead their actions to
nowhere.

In the first part of the article 1 will explore the major actors involved in the process of
truth, justice and reconciliation in the core Yugoslav successor states, followed by the evaluation
of their actual and perceived differences using primarily discourse analysis. In the second part of
the article I will present various concepts ofjustice that are appropriate to parallel implementation
by these actors.
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