
Yugoslavia's
future in world
closely tied
to post-Tito
stability

Post-Tito era
It would appear that Tito was finally
acknowledging his mortality as he began
a round of visits in 1977-78 to major coun-
tries to try to insure Yugoslavia's con-
tinued viability after he left the.political
scene. The question remains, will Yugos-
lavia be. able to. cope successfully with the
changing world situation when Tito de-
parts, or will the world situation, and
Yugoslavia's own internal problems, prove -
overwhelming? More precisely, is Yugos-
lavia's return to the Soviet bloc, in an
ideological - or any other - sense, im-
minent, despite its own predilection for
nonalignment? The answers to these ques-
tions depend, of course, on what Soviet
intentions are towards Yugoslavia in the
post-Tito era.

The question of Yugoslovia's future
in world affairs.is closely tied to the degree
of internal stability Yugoslavia can main-
tain after Tito - the major unifying force
in the country - departs. The Soviet
Union, which most Yugoslavs consider to
be the real threat to an independent
Yugoslavia, might welcome a reawakening
of nationality. problems in the post-Tito
era. Such a situation could allow it in-
fluence over Yugoslavia's development.
Conservative forces in Yugoslavia itself
might welcome this if they believed that
the U.S.S.R. was the only country that
could protect Yugoslavia's Communist re-
gime against a liberalizing trend and its
federal system against too rapid a move-
ment towards confederation (trends of
the 1960s that could again rise should
over-enthusiastic reformers and nation-
alists gain sufficient power).

It seems more likely, however, that
the long-term Soviet interest would not
be in a break-up of Yugoslavia (though
the Soviet Union has been accused of
intriguing with Croatian nationalists, Bul-
garians over Macedonia, and pro-Soviet
groups within Yugoslavia itself). The
Soviet Union would probably prefer a
weak but unified Yugoslavia. Such a po-
tentially-pliable Yugoslavia would allow
the Soviet Union to manoeuvre for a
larger influence in Yugoslav policy plan-
ning as well as for naval and air facilities
on the Adriatic with access to the Med-
iterranean. If, however, nationality prob-
lems arose within Yugoslavia, the Kremlin
could justifiably worry about the stability
of the historically conflict-ridden Balkans
and the effect on Eastern-bloc countries.
Furthermore, a civil war in Yugoslavia
might invite super-power intervention,
which would endanger peace in the rest
of Europe.

If these nationality problems in-

creased in Yugoslavia to the point wh
there was a succession struggle, peace
the Balkans and prospective détente ûnl
Europe could be threatened. For instan^eréf
if a Croat opposition to Yugoslav learl^e^L
ship asked for United Nations protE^^tupéi°
f6r an independent -existence (a proi, s
made by some Croats in 1971), the Sov' -:Y.
Union would probably see this as a danooviét
to its vital interests and become involvt6, so
The United States, too, would almqotli .
certainly. be interested in the consequfoc
ces of such a development. Another pq95Us
sibility that could call forth Soviet actissi.4ta
would be nationality problems that badjbe
came so severe as to portend an an3emu
socialist revolt in Yugoslavia. rvéd

In a détente situation, the scri:?nite
could read a little differently. Détem nt
and a resulting lessening of tensions couyp o
also make the achievement of secun,idere
more difficult for Yugoslavia. As a coun^taljili
becoming - increasingly important- in t Y
eyes of the super-powers because of lniôn
geo-strategic location, especially in regainâe t
to the Middle East and the eastern M akia
iterranean areas, Yugoslavia promises Vugosl
be a subject of much superpower d^^,a:rd.s
cussion. porlan

the-imi
Non-intervention j hat t

Early indications of the détente proc4^,at-ustr
suggested that the super-powers weat wou
quite capable of negotiating with eacl+?{̂

m
other to insure their own interests ^the9 Yu
return for non-intervention in the vi re.al 01
interests of the other. If Yugoslavia wer0inmt

claimed by the Soviet Union as a vil', e1me

interest, the United States niight ^" ugosl;

tempted to ask for concessions in anoth TY
area important to it in return for ^(>e
"hands-off" or "look the other wa;for "so
policy in regard to Yugoslavia. Yugo
via's future might thus be taken out
its own hands, as its importance as
great-power pawn increased. Or a détenf
agreement between the super-powers coul

!ed^to :
Soviet
polt-T:
ai.t^mp
ing; a

conceivably - though not very probably tti un

result in an eventual military withdraws^ tles w
of the American presence from Europe t e`Ms
Yugoslavia, as part of its nonalignmen; effhrt
posture, is anti-bloc and should therefon; tnmE
be unrestrictedly pleased at the possibl, {'°-jord
disengagement in Europe; nevertheles "^ong
such a move by the United States wouli °^
leave the Soviet Union in a better positior, e ura
to re-absorb Yugoslavia into the socialis; 79 ®s,
bloc, if it so desired, should the counteI ^ rop
vailing force of American troops be abseni; flr ,

A possible alternative scenario woub s"} e
be little more pleasing to Yugoslavia: So;
viet disengagement from Europe throu^ `^ ^itt]

a devolution of -power from the KremlvI p^de
to the East European reginies could caus, ti^n ^
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