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Editorial

the first one can be described with the phrase ”one man –
one organization” or ”one man show”.  That type of the
organization is known for being identified with just one
person, because in most cases there are no other activists
nor activities, but the public performance of that person-
organizations is terrifyingly aggressive and somehow it
more resembles a show than a serious public acting.

The opposite type are those who are so occupied with
their work that they do not pay attention to the public
presentation of their work. And the old truth is: if a cripple
does, and an athlete does not want to run, the result will
be the same.

ASSCG would sometimes dangerously approach the
second type of an organization. For almost four years of
its work, the Council has opened many important, and
until then, for our country locked doors; raised issues
which many people have not dared  to mention, not even
in their dreams; aimed to bring together those who had to
cooperate, but for some reasons did not; organized
numerous significant meetings; started up hundreds of
useful initiatives, delivered a great number of lectures and
conversations among the makers of important decisions,
students, common people… However, by nature
workaholics, its members and activists have mostly been
occupied with their work and their mission, not paying
enough attention to the media and public. A mistake. Now
we realize that.

The ”Atlantis” is our try to present ourselves better to
our activists, people who are close with our goals, those
who have some doubts, but also to those who still hardly
can utter the word ”Atlantic”. Are we making a mistake
because we constantly repeat that our country needs full
integration into western economical, political, and military-
defense structures? We are convinced that our ideas are
deeply morally based and rationally justified and we are
open for a dialogue with that part of our public that does
not share these beliefs. On the pages of the ”Atlantis”, as
well as, on any other, ”neutral” field.

The ”Atlantis” is to become the center from which the
ideas of cooperation and good will  are to be spread on
the principle of bigger concentric circles to the whole
social, political and intellectual society. We hope that it will
also be the beginning of our better relations with public,
both interested in this subject, and the general one.

In that hope, we deliver the first issue of our newsletter
to all the levels of public. All your comments and
suggestions are understandably welcome, dear readers,
and we will give them due consideration.

Dr. Srbobran BRANKOVIC
Founder and Board Member 
of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro
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Along with the first journal of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and MontenegroUvodnik

imenovati sintagmom „jedan ~ovek – jedna
organizacija”, „one man show”, „tašna – mašna”, ili
ve} kako vam drago. Tom tipu „organizacije” svojstveno
je da se poistove}uje samo s jednom osobom, jer pored te
osobe, naj~eš}e, i nema drugih aktivista, a ni
aktivnosti. No, zato je nastup takvih li~nosti
(organizacija) u javnosti goropadno agresivan i više
podse}a na estradu nego na ozbiqno javno delovawe. 

Suprotan tip su oni koji su toliko zaokupqeni
svojim radom da ne vode ra~una o wegovoj javnoj
prezentaciji. A stara je istina: ako bogaq ho}e a atleta
ne}e da potr~i, rezultat je isti.

Atlantski savet SCG povremeno se opasno
pribli`avao tom drugom tipu organizacije. Za nepune
~etri godine rada, otvorio je mnoga va`na i do tada za
našu zemqu zabravqena vrata, pokrenuo pitawa koja se
drugi nisu usuðivali ni u snu da spomenu, nastojao da
pove`e one koji su morali da saraðuju, ali koji iz
raznih razloga to nisu ~inili, organizovao brojne
zna~ajne skupove, pokrenuo stotine korisnih
inicijativa, organizovao mnoštvo predavawa i
razgovora meðu donosiocima va`nih odluka,
studentima, obi~nim qudima... Po prirodi radoholici,
wegovi ~lanovi i aktivisti su, meðutim, uglavnom bili
zaokupqeni tim svojim poslom i svojom misijom, a mawe
su se osvrtali na medije i javnost. Greška! To sada
uviðamo. 

„Atlantis” je pokušaj da se boqe predstavimo svojim
aktivistima, qudima kojima su bliski naši ciqevi i
onima koji se kolebaju, ali i onima koji još uvek teško
mogu da prevale preko jezika re~ „atlantski”. Da li
grešimo što istrajno ponavqamo da je za našu zemqu
nu`na potpuna integracija u zapadne ekonomske,
politi~ke i vojno-bezbednosne strukture? Ubeðeni smo
da su naše ideje duboko moralno zasnovane i
racionalno opravdane, i otvoreni smo za dijalog i sa
delom naše javnosti koji ne deli takva uverewa: na
stranicama „Atlantisa”, ali i na svakom drugom,
„neutralnom” terenu.

^asopis treba da postane središte iz kojeg }e se,
prema celokupnoj društvenoj, politi~koj i
intelektualnoj zajednici, po principu ve}ih
koncentri~nih krugova, emitovati ideje saradwe i
dobre voqe. Nadamo se da }e to biti i po~etak naših
kvalitetnijih odnosa kako sa zainteresovanom, tako i 
s najširom javnoš}u. 

Sa takvom nadom, predajemo svim tim delovima
javnosti prvi broj našeg ~asopisa. Podrazumeva se,
poštovani ~itaoci, da su vaši komentari i sugestije
dobrodošli i da }emo ih razmotriti s du`nom pa`wom.

Dr Srbobran BRANKOVI], 
osniva~ i ~lan Upravnog odbora Atlantskog saveta SCG
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Uz prvi broj glasila Atlantskog saveta SCG

ZAŠTO „ATLANTIS” WHY “ATLANTIS”
oštovani prijateqi,

Pred vama je prvi broj „Atlantisa”, glasila
Atlantskog saveta Srbije i Crne Gore. U tom ~asopisu,
ubudu}e, javnosti treba da se predstavqa rad naše
organizacije, wenih prijateqa i saradnika, ali i da se
pokre}u javne debate o pitawima kojima se bavimo.

Zašto smo osnovali Atlantski savet? 
Atlantski savet je 2001. godine osnovala grupa

entuzijasta koja je `elela da ubrza naše
pribli`avawe evroatlantskoj zajednici. Zemqa se
tada još s mukom izvla~ila iz okova diktature,
prime}ivali su se prvi znaci konsolidovawa snaga
starog re`ima, tragi~na iskustva i traume iz
devedesetih godina bili su sve`i, a re~ „atlantski”
još uvek je bila tabu u javnom diskursu. Dovoqan izazov
za one koji nisu `eleli da besciqno plutaju niz
maticu, ve} da plivaju ka odreðenom ciqu, ako je
potrebno i uzvodno! 

Ti naši pionirski koraci su se zasnivali i na
istorijskoj ~iwenici da su Srbija i Crna Gora tokom 20.
veka, ukqu~uju}i i dva svetska rata, bile na strani
zapadnih saveznika, tj. na strani zemaqa na ~ijim je
misaonim i politi~kim tradicijama i idejama izrasla
sadašwa ekonomsko-politi~ka arhitektura Evrope i
~itave zapadne hemisfere. Naša zemqa je zbog
privr`enosti tom putu platila surovu cenu, izra`enu u
ogromnim qudskim i materijalnim `rtvama, ali joj je
taj istorijski anga`man doneo po~asno mesto u
porodici evropskih naroda. S druge strane, u kratkom
vremenskom periodu, zaslugom beskrupuloznog
diktatorskog re`ima, našla se na istorijskoj
stranputici, tj. na strani suprotnoj od te istorijske
matice, i tako došla na ivicu propasti. 

Sada se za povratak starim saveznicima ne tra`e
nikakve `rtve. Naprotiv, pokazuje se da je to jedina
racionalna strategija, koja se poklapa i sa našim
sopstvenim politi~kim vrednostima i sa našom
tradicijom, ali i sa na~elima realpolitike. Odnosno,
izbor strateške politi~ke i odbrambene orijentacije
nije te`ak jer se sada, kao retko kad u istoriji,
poklapaju dobro i korisno: put ka Evropi je s moralnog
stanovišta dobar, a sa stanovišta politi~kog
realizma – neminovan i koristan izbor. Ali mnogi
qudi – što zbog navedenih trauma, što zbog politi~kih
manipulanata i demagoga – još uvek imaju rezerve
prema takvoj orijentaciji.

Zašto nam je potreban „Atlantis”? 
Na našoj javnoj sceni se, uz one koji uspešno spajaju

rad i javnu promociju, mogu prepoznati i dva
karakteristi~na tipa organizacija. Prvi se mo`e

ear friends,

You have the first issue of the ”Atlantis” in front of you,
the newsletter of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro. The main aim of this magazine will be to
present the work of our organization, its friends and
associates to the public, and also to encourage public
debates on the issues we deal with.

Why did we found the Atlantic Council? 
The Atlantic Council was founded in 2001 by the group

of the enthusiasts who wanted to speed up our
approaching the Euro-Atlantic society. The country was
with much difficulties still trying to free itself out of the
chains of the dictatorship, the first signs of consolidations
of the forces of the old regime were noticeable, the tragic
experiences and the traumas from the nineties were still
fresh, and the word  ”Atlantic” still represented the taboo
in the public discourse. That was enough of a challenge
for those who did not want aimlessly to float down the
river, but to swim in the specific direction, up the river, if
necessary.

Those pioneering steps of ours were based on the
historical fact that during 20th century and both world
wars, Serbia and Montenegro was on the side of the
western allies, i.e. those countries on which philosophical
and political traditions and ideas, the whole modern
economical and political architecture of Europe and the
whole western hemisphere was built. Due to the
dedication to that path, our country  paid cruel price,
namely in many human and material sacrifices, but that
historical engagement brought her to the honored place in
the family of the European peoples. On the other side, in
one short historical sidetrack, our country, due to
unscrupulous dictatorial regime, find herself on the side
opposite from this historical stream, and in that way came
to the edge of her disaster. 

Today, to return to the old allies there are no sacrifices
required, on the contrary, it proves that it is the only
rational strategy, which matches not only with our own
political values and with our tradition, but also with the
ideas of real-politics. In other words, the choice of the
strategic, political and defense orientation is not hard,
because now, as rarely in the history, the right and the
useful overlap: the path to Europe from the moral point of
view is the right one, and from the point of the political
realism, it is an inevitable and useful choice. But many
people, due to the mentioned traumas, or to political
manipulators and demagogues, are still reserved
concerning that orientation.

Why do we need the ”Atlantis”?
On our public scene, along with those who successfully

integrate their work with public promotion, two more
characteristic types of organizations can be recognized:



About Us

The Atlantic Council of Serbia and Monte-
negro is a non-governmental organiza-
tion founded in 2001 with an aim to accel-

erate the process of Euro-Atlantic integration
of Serbia and Montenegro, primarily in the
field of security.  After the changes in October
2000, the new democratic authorities put for-
ward as their most important goal, the return
of our country into the European family of
peoples and in the international community.
However, it seems that the process of
advancement of Serbia and Montenegro
towards the Euro-Atlantic community in the
sphere of security has become marginalized
– somewhat as a result of the recent negative
experiences, and somewhat due to the fear
of the political elite from possible unpopulari-

ty which cooperation on a deeper level with
the international and regional organiza-
tions engaged in security and defense may
require.

This is precisely why the Atlantic Council
has been set up – to point to the fact that,
after a whole decade of conflicts and instabil-
ity in the region, the integrations in the field of
security and military issues are a precondi-
tion of establishing longstanding peace,
democracy, and prosperity. Realizing the
inseparable character of security in the post-
Cold War world, the Atlantic Council has
strongly supported the idea that Serbia and
Montenegro should become a member of
organizations which have given a great con-
tribution in establishing a region of peace and

security from Vancouver to Vladivostok, and
these are primarily OSCE, Partnership for
Peace Program, and NATO. One of the main
goals of the Atlantic Council is also the reform
and modernization of the security sector.  The
tragic murder of the Prime Minister Djindjic in
March 2003 demonstrated the price to be
paid unless this process is entered decisively
and on time.  

In order to attain the mentioned goals, the
Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro
has developed numerous activities during the
past four years including: the organization of
international assemblies (conferences, round
tables, seminars) in the country, publication
of various brochures and publications, partic-
ipation of representatives of the Atlantic
Council in the work of international and do-
mestic assemblies, organization of lectures
on the benefits of joining the Partnership for
Peace program in a large number of cities
across Serbia and Montenegro, participation
in the development of a project on the new
organization of the Ministry of Defense, and
the development of a Fund for Reform of the
Defense System.  The reputation which the
Atlantic Council has attained is also con-
firmed on an international level through its
membership in the network of non-govern-
mental organizations called the “Atlantic
Treaty Association” (ATA), whose members
include 40 national ATA organizations.
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Initiatives of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and MontenegroO nama

A
tlantski savet Srbije i Crne Gore je
nevladina organizacija, osnovana
2001. godine radi podrške ukqu~i-

vawu zemqe u evroatlantske integraci-
je, i to pre svega u oblasti bezbednosti.
Nakon promena u oktobru 2000. godine,
demokratske vlasti su kao svoj najva`-
niji ciq postavile povratak zemqe u
evropsku porodicu naroda i me|unarod-
nu zajednicu. Me|utim, ~ini se da se pri-
bli`avawe SCG evroatlantskoj zajed-
nici naroda u sferi bezbednosti našlo
u drugom planu – što usled negativnih
iskustava iz bliske prošlosti, što
zbog straha politi~kih elita od mogu}e
nepopularnosti zbog dubqe saradwe sa
meðunarodnim i regionalnim organiza-
cijama u oblasti bezbednosti i odbrane.

Upravo zato je Atlantski savet i
stvoren – da bi ukazao na to da su, nakon
~itave decenije sukoba i nestabilnosti
u regionu, integracije u oblasti bez-
bednosti i odbrane preduslov uspostav-
qawa dugotrajnog mira, demokratije i
prosperiteta. Uviðaju}i nedeqivost
bezbednosti u posthladnoratovskom
svetu, Atlantski savet se sna`no zalo-
`io za to da SCG postane ~lanica orga-
nizacija koje su dale veliki doprinos
stvarawu prostora mira i bezbednosti

od Vankuvera do Vladivostoka, a to su,
pre svega, OEBS, Program „Partnerstvo
za mir” i NATO. Jedan od glavnih ciqe-
va Atlantskog saveta jeste i reforma i
modernizacija sektora bezbednosti.
Tragi~no ubistvo premijera \in|i}a u
martu 2003. godine pokazalo je kolika
se cena mo`e platiti ukoliko se u taj
proces ne krene odlu~no i na vreme. 

Da bi ostvario navedene ciqeve,
Atlantski savet je u protekle ~etiri go-
dine razvio brojne aktivnosti: organi-
zovawe me|unarodnih skupova (konfe-
rencije, okrugli stolovi, seminari) u
zemqi, izdavawe razli~itih publi-

kacija, u~eš}e wegovih predstavnika u
radu me|unarodnih i doma}ih stru~nih
skupova, organizovawe predavawa o
koristima od prikqu~ewa „Partner-
stvu za mir” u velikom broju gradova u
Srbiji i Crnoj Gori, i u~eš}e u izradi
projekta nove organizacije Ministar-
stva odbrane  i Fonda za reformu sis-
tema odbrane. Ugled koji je Atlantski
savet stekao i na me|unarodnom nivou
potvr|en je ~lanstvom u mre`i nevla-
dinih organizacija – Asocijaciji at-
lantskog ugovora (The Atlantic Treaty
Association – ATA), u kojoj se nalazi vi-
še od 40 nacionalnih atlantskih orga-
nizacija. 
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Delovawe Atlantskog saveta Srbije i Crne Gore

AKTIVNO PROMOVISAWE
EVROATLANTSKIH VREDNOSTI
Aktivno, a ne verbalno promovisawe evroatlantskih vrednosti i u~eš}e 

u reformama sektora bezbednosti.  Podrška dr`avnim organima u procesu
pribli`avawa Srbije i Crne Gore evroatlantskim bezbednosnim 

strukturama.

ACTIVE PROMOTION 
OF EURO-ATLANTIC VALUES
The Atlantic Council actively promotes Euro-Atlantic values and partici-
pation in Defense System reform. Support to state organs is also provided
in the process of bringing Serbia and Montenegro closer to Euro-Atlantic
security structures.

2004.
– Okrugli sto: „Partnerstvo i prezentovawe nacionalnog in-

teresa”, odr`an je u Beogradu, u martu 2004, u prostorijama At-
lantskog saveta SCG. U radu skupa u~estvovali su visoki zvani~-
nici NATO-a g-din. Robert Seri i g-din. Yory Kacirdakis, i
predstavnici parlamentarnih stranaka u Srbiji da bi razgovar-
ali kako i na koji na~in treba prezentovati nacionalni interes
u Programu „Partnerstvo za mir”.

– Godišwa konferencija Atlantskog saveta SCG, pod na-
zivom: „Zapadni Balkan – regionalna bezbednost i vizija zajed-
ni~kog delovawa na ostvarivawu ciqeva evroatlantskih inte-
gracija – odr`ana je na Svetom Stefanu, 7. i 8. oktobra 2004. go-
dine. U radu skupa u~estvovali su ugledni strani i doma}i ek-
sperti i zvani~nici (ministar odbrane SCG Prvoslav Davini},
predsednik Vlade Crne Gore Milo \ukanovi}, koordinator
NATO-a za Balkan @olt Rabai, zamenik generalnog sekretara
NATO-a Robert Seri, šef sektora za odbranu i saradwu NATO-a
Yory Katsirdakis, predsednik Asocijacije atlantskog ugovora
Robert Hanter i generalni sekretar ATA Trols Froling). Glav-
na poruka konferencije je bila da je potrebno intenzivirati re-
gionalnu saradwu i unaprediti saradwu Srbije i Crne Gore sa
Severnoatlantskim savezom. 

– Projekat „Dobiti od prikqu~ewa SCG Partnerstvu za mir”
Atlantski savet je realizovao u dva ciklusa (januar–mart i okto-

bar–decembar), u saradwi sa Vladom Kraqevine Holandije i Me-
gatrend univerzitetom. Predavawa su odr`ana u 24 grada u Sr-
biji i Crnoj Gori i u ~etiri komande korpusa Vojske SCG. Na tim
tribinama su u~estvovali predstavnici lokalne samouprave,
Vojske, policije, akademska populacija, novinari lokalnih
medija i gra|ani. Predava~i iz Atlantskog saveta i Megatrend
univerziteta govorili su o novim izazovima, rizicima i pretwa-
ma bezbednosti dr`avne zajednice i vitalnim interesima SCG;
o neophodnosti reforme sistema odbrane i Vojske i merama koje
moraju da se preduzmu u vezi s tim, kao i o dobitima od prikqu-
~ewa zemqe evroatlantskim integracijama u oblasti ekonomije,
politike i bezbednosti.

– Na poziv razli~itih me|unarodnih organizacija i institu-
cija, predstavnici Atlantskog saveta SCG u 2004. godini u~e-
stvovali su u radu 15 konferencija, seminara i okruglih stolo-
va u 12 evropskih zemaqa. U radu tih skupova u~estvovalo je 16
stru~waka Atlantskog saveta.

2005.
– 17. januar – Atlantski savet Kanade i Atlantski savet

Srbije i Crne Gore, uz podršku Ministarstva spoqnih poslova
Kanade, pokrenuli su projekat kojim se upu}uje sta`ista iz
Kanade na šestomese~ni rad u Atlantski savet u Beogradu. Taj
program predstavqa zna~ajan korak ka izgradwi efektivne

2004
– Round-table ”Partnership and Presentation of National

Interests” was held in Belgrade in March 2004, at the office of the
Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro. Participants in this
roundtable included: NATO High Officials Mr. Robert Sarry and Mr.
George Kazirdakis, and representatives of Serbian Parliamentary
parties, in order to discuss how and in which way to present nation-
al interests in the Partnership for Peace program.

– Annual Conference of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro, named ”The West Balkans Regional Security and
Vision of Common Action in Attaining the Goals of Euro Atlantic
Integration” – was held on Saint Stefan, from October 7- 8th, 2004.
The participants of the assembly included notable foreign and
domestic experts, and officials (Defense Minister Prvoslav Davinic,
President of the Government of Montenegro Milo Djukanovic, NATO
Coordinator for the Balkans, Geolt Rabai, Deputy Secretary General
of NATO Robert Sarry, Head of NATO Security and Cooperation
Sector, George Katsirdakis, President of the Atlantic Treaty
Association (ATA), and Secretary General Troels Frohling). The
main message of the conference was the need for intensified region-
al cooperation, as well as the necessity of improving coope-
ration between Serbia and Montenegro and NATO.

– The project ”Benefits of Serbia and Montenegro Joining the
Partnership for Peace program” was held by the Atlantic Council in

two cycles (from January-March, and October-December) in coop-
eration with the Government of the Kingdom of Holland and
Megatrend University. The lectures were held in 24 towns across
Serbia and Montenegro and in four command corps of the Serbia
and Montenegro Army. Representatives of local authorities, the
Army, police, academic population, and local media and citizens
took part in these lectures. Lecturers from the Atlantic Council and
Megatrend University talked about new challenges, risks, and
threats to the security of the state community and the vital interests
of Serbia and Montenegro; about the necessity of reform of
the Defense System and the Army, the measures which must be
implemented in relation to this, and about the gains involved in bring-
ing the country on a path to Euro-Atlantic integration in the domain
of economy, politics and security.

– In response to invitations from various international organiza-
tions and institutions, representatives of the Atlantic Council of
Serbia and Montenegro participated in 15 conferences, seminars,
and roundtables in 12 different European countries in 2004. Sixteen
experts of the Atlantic Council participated in the work of these
assemblies. 

2005
– January 17th – The Atlantic Council of Canada and the Atlantic

Council of Serbia and Montenegro launched a 6-month Internship
Program supported by the Department of Foreign Affairs Canada.
This program marked a significant step towards building an effective

Ni{, februar 2004. Nis, February 2004 Sv. Stefan, oktobar 2004. St. Stefan, October 2004 6. maj 2005. May 6th 2005 Novi Sad, april 2005. Novi Sad, April 2005
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relationship between the two countries. Ms. Lola Govedarica, is work-
ing on projects dealing with Euro-Atlantic integration issues and
defense relations with NATO and the EU. Ms. Govedarica works
closely with various international institutions and assists in organizing
conferences and seminars focused on strengthening regional initia-
tives across Serbia and Montenegro.

– January 26th – A meeting of the Security Sector Information
Forum was hosted in the Board Room of the Atlantic Council of

Serbia and Montenegro. Representatives from various embassies
and institutions were in attendance, including: the Embassy of the
United States, Embassy of the Kingdom of Norway, German
Embassy, OSCE, National Democratic Institute of Serbia, Centre for
Civil Military Relations, European Bureau for Conscientious
Objection, Freedom House, Bilateral Affairs Office, and the Faculty
of Civil Defense. Each organization reported on concluded, on-
going, and planned Security Sector Reform Programs.

– February 1st – The Atlantic Council of the Kingdom of Norway
invited a delegation from the ACSM to attend a meeting of the 2nd
Northern European and Baltic Education Group of the ATA, held in
Oslo from February 1st to 2nd. The meeting provided an opportuni-
ty for the ACSM delegation to network with a number of reputable
figures from Norway and other countries, and to discuss the possi-
bility of working on joint projects.

- March 6th - Mr. Chris Prebensen, President of the Atlantic
Committee of Norway, was a guest of the Atlantic Council of Serbia
and Montenegro from March 6th to 8th, 2005. The occasion of his
visit involved bilateral cooperation between the two Atlantic
Councils, and discussions concerning future joint projects.

– March 25th – The Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro
continued its program of a media workshop on defense and securi-
ty reporting under the name of “The Belgrade Media Forum”. The
first workshop of the year: “Serbia and Montenegro Defense System
Reform – Framework, Achieved Level, and Future Steps of Reform”,
was supported by the Government of the Kingdom of Norway.
Journalists from 18 different media outlets across Serbia participat-
ed in the event. Guest speakers on topics related to this issue
included: Milos Ladicorbic, ACSM Board Member, Gen. Col.
Slobodan Kosovac, Executive Director of the Ministry of Defence,
Gen. Col. Milan Zaric, Assistant to the Minister of Defence, Gen.
Major Svetko Kovac of the Military Security Agency and Col.
Branislav Anocic, of the Military Intelligence Agency.

– April 7th – A delegation from the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro visited the Executive Council of Vojvodina. The hosts of
the meeting were: Vice President Dr. Tihomir Simic, Vice President
Dr. Tamas Korhec, Representative of the Autonomous Province of
Vojvodina, Aleksandar Kravic, Secretary of the Public Economy,
Jovan Vujacic, and Assistant to the Secretary for Regional and
International Cooperation, Barbara Avdalovic. The meeting provided
an opportunity for a discussion on the activities of the Executive
Council of Vojvodina, and highlighted Vojvodina’s role in the
advanced integration of Serbia and Montenegro, insofar as it is the
most developed region of Serbia. In continuing the visit to the main
city of the Autonomous Province of Vojvodina, the delegation from
the Atlantic Council visited the University of Business Management
to attend a lecture by Dr. Tihomir Simic on the subject of:
“Perspectives on the Development of Public Economy in the
Autonomous Province of Vojvodina”.

– April 11th – The Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro
(ACSM), and The Fund for Peace, Washington DC, hosted a
“TRUST: Together Reducing Unsafe Surplus Tools of War” work-
shop at the Hyatt Regency Hotel in Belgrade. The workshop, part of
NATO’s program of cooperation, highlighted the importance of safe
destruction of surplus stocks in the context of defense reform and
regional security, and raised awareness and understanding of
Partnership for Peace tools such as the Trust Fund, in promoting
transparency, strengthening the region’s civil society, and enhancing
the safety of civilians and the environment. Defense Minister
Prvoslav Davinic, and various experts from NATO and other interna-
tional organizations particpated in workshop which provided an
opportunity for participants to exchange views on the broader issue
of the role of the Partnership for Peace in promoting disarmament,
defense reform and enhancing security in the Euro-Atlantic area.

– April 15th – A delegation from the Atlantic Council of Serbia
and Montenegro and representatives from the Chance for Stability
Foundation from Segedin (Dr. Laszlo Mecs and Gabor Nagy), had a
meeting with the Vice President of the Executive Council of the
Autonomous Province of Vojvodina, Dr. Tamas Korhecz. The discus-
sions resulted in an agreement on the main areas of future cooper-
ation between these two nongovernmental organizations, and the
most important topics in support of state politics of Serbia and
Montenegro on the path to Euro-Atlantic integrations and support for
regional projects of the Executive Council of Vojvodina.
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saradwe izme|u Kanade i SCG. Gospo|ica Lola Govedarica je
zadu`ena da radi na projektima iz oblasti evroatlantskih inte-
gracija i odbrambenih odnosa sa NATO-om i Evropskom unijom.
Tako|e, ona blisko sara|uje sa razli~itim me|unarodnim insti-
tucijama i u~estvuje u organizovawu skupova koji su usmereni na
ja~awe regionalnih inicijativa u Srbiji i Crnoj Gori.

– 26. januar – u prostorijama Atlantskog saveta SCG odr`an je
sastanak Foruma za informisawe u sektoru bezbednosti (Security
Sector Information Forum). Sastanku su prisustvovali predstavnici
slede}ih institucija: OEBS-a, Ambasade SAD, Ambasade Norve-
ške, Ambasade Nema~ke, NDI Srbija (National Democratic Institute
Serbia), Centra za civilno-vojne odnose, EBCO Balkana, Freedom
House i Fakulteta civilne odbrane. Svaka od tih organizacija je
izvestila o svojim sprovedenim, teku}im i planiranim programi-
ma u oblasti reformi sektora bezbednosti. 

– 1–2. februar – na poziv Atlantskog saveta Norveške delega-
cija Atlantskog saveta SCG u~estvovala je u radu 2. severnoevrop-
ske i balti~ke grupe za edukaciju u Oslu. Tom prilikom su uspo-
stavqeni brojni kontakti sa uglednim li~nostima iz Norveške i
drugih zemaqa, sa kojima je razgovarano o mogu}nostima rada na
zajedni~kim projektima.

– 6. mart – presednik Atlantskog komiteta Norveške gospodin
Kris Prebensen bio je gost Atlantskog saveta SCG. Tema posete je
bila bilateralna saradwa dveju organizacija, kao i razgovori o
zajedni~kim projektima.

– 25. mart – Atlantski savet je nastavio sa praksom organizo-
vawa edukativnih novinarskih radionica za izveštavawe iz
oblasti odbrane i bezbednosti, pod nazivom „Beogradski forum
novinara”. Prva ovogodišwa radionica, pod pokroviteqstvom
Vlade Kraqevine Norveške, posve}ena je temi: „Reforma siste-
ma odbrane SCG – okvir reforme, dostignuti stepen reformskih
zahvata, naredni koraci”. U radu seminara u~estvovali su novina-
ri 18 redakcija pisanih i elektronskih medija iz Srbije. O aktu-
elnim aspektima te teme govorili su: Miloš Ladi~orbi}, ~lan
Upravnog odbora ASSCG, gppuk. Slobodan Kosovac, izvršni di-
rektor Ministarstva odbrane SCG, gppuk. Milan Zari}, pomo}nik
ministra odbrane, gm. Svetko Kova~, direktor Vojnobezbednosne
agencije, i puk. Branislav Ano~i}, zastupnik direktora Vojnooba-
veštajne agencije.

– 7. april – delegacija Atlantskog saveta posetila je Izvršno
ve}e Vojvodine. Doma}ini naše delegacije bili su: dr Tihomir Si-
mi}, potpredsednik, dr Tamaš Korhec, potpredsednik, Aleksan-
dar Kravi}, predstavnik Skupštine AP Vojvodine, Jovan Vuja~i},
sekretar za privredu, i Barbara Avdalovi}, pomo}nik sekretara
za regionalnu i me|unarodnu saradwu. Tokom razgovora i upozna-
vawa sa aktivnostima Izvršnog ve}a AP Vojvodine posebno je
naglašena uloga Vojvodine, kao najrazvijenijeg regiona u Srbiji, u
ubrzanom ukqu~ivawu naše zemqe u evropske i evroatlantske
integracije. U nastavku posete glavnom gradu AP Vojvodine, dele-
gacija Atlantskog saveta je posetila i Fakultet za preduzetni me-
nayment. Tom prilikom je prisustvovala predavawu dr Tihomira
Simi}a o temi: „Perspektive privrednog razvoja Autonomne Po-
krajine Vojvodine”.

– 11. april – u hotelu „Hajat” u Beogradu, u organizaciji Atlan-
tskog saveta SCG i „Fonda za mir” (The Fund for Peace) iz Vašing-
tona, odr`ana je radionica o temi: „Zajedno u poduhvatu smawiva-
wa nebezbednih viškova ratnog materijala”. Radionica je deo
programa saradwe NATO-a i treba da uka`e na va`nost bezbednog
uništavawa viškova naoru`awa i vojne opreme u kontekstu
reforme sektora bezbednosti i regionalne bezbednosti. U radio-
nici su u~vr{}ena znawa i razumevawe „alata” „Partnerstva za
mir” u promovisawu transparentnosti, u~vrš}ivawa civilnog
društva i poja~ane bezbednosti gra|ana i ~ovekove okoline. Na
skupu su govorili ministar odbrane SCG dr Prvoslav Davini},
kao i eksperti iz NATO-a i drugih me|unarodnih organizacija. 

– 15. april – delegacija Atlantskog saveta Srbije i Crne Gore
i predstavnici Fondacije šanse za stabilnost iz Segedina
(Laszlo Mecs i Gabor Nagy) odr`ali su sastanak sa potpredsed-
nikom Izvršnog ve}a AP Vojvodine dr Tamašom Korhecom. U raz-
govoru su dogovorene glavne oblasti i najzna~ajnije teme budu}e

saradwe te dve nevladine organizacije u podršci dr`avnoj poli-
tici Srbije i Crne Gore na putu prikqu~ivawa evroatlantskim
integracijama i podršci regionalnim projektima Izvršnog ve}a
Vojvodine.

–  22. april – ministar inostranih poslova Republike Bugar-
ske dr Solomon Pasi dodelio je po~asni znak Ministarstva inos-
tranih poslova Republike Bugarske – Zlatnu lovorovu granu g.
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– April 22nd – Mr. Vladan Zivulovic, President of the Atlantic
Council of Serbia and Montenegro (ACSM), was presented with a
golden bay leaf branch by the Minister of Foreign Affairs for the
Republic of Bulgaria, Mr. Solomon Passy, as a symbol of distin-
guishment in recognition of his personal contribution to the develop-
ment of Bulgarian-Serbian relations, and for spreading values of
Atlantic solidarity. The symbol of distinguishment was presented to
Mr. Zivulovic on behalf of Minister Passy, by the Bulgarian
Ambassador to Serbia and Montenegro, Dr. Yani Milchakov.

– May 6th – The Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro host-
ed a delegation from the Diplomatic Academy of Vienna, one of the
oldest and most respectable in the world. On this occasion, 30
young diplomats from around the world met to discuss the topic:
“The New Political Reality of Serbia”. The meeting was opened by
the President of the ACSM, Mr. Vladan Zivulovic, and continued with
a discussion of defense issues headed by Bojan Dimitrijevic, Advisor
to the President of the Republic of Serbia, and a talk by Misa
Djurkovic, Advisor to the President of the Government of Serbia, on
political issues. Representatives of the Youth Organization of the
Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro were also in attendance
of this briefing.

– May 10th – Representatives from the Atlantic Council of Serbia
and Montenegro participated in the “Second Sofia Meeting of the
Central and South Eastern Europe Security Forum” (CSEESF), held
in organization with the NATO Info Center from Sofia, the Danish
Atlantic Treaty Association, Casa NATO Romania, and the Euro-
Atlantic Club of Macedonia was held at the Princess Hotel in Sofia.

– May 13th – The Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro
hosted a delegation from the National War College from
Washington, led by the Director of the Department of National
Security Strategy, Dr. Roy W. Stafford. On this occasion, experts
from the Atlantic Council held a briefing on the topic: “The Political
Reality of Serbia and Montenegro and Defense System Reform”.
Speakers included: Dr. Srbobran Brankovic, Director of TNS Media
Gallup, Slobodan Kosovac, Executive Director of the Ministry of
Defense of Serbia and Montenegro, and Vladan Marjanovic, Analyst
for VIP Magazine.

– May 18th – A delegation from the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro participated in the Annual Atlantic Treaty Association
(ATA) Council Meeting, held at NATO Headquarters in Brussels. The
meeting was organized by the Public Diplomacy Division, NATO
Countries Section, and consisted of various briefings, round-tables,
and educational workshops.

The Youth Organization of the Atlantic Council of Serbia 
and Montenegro in 2004 and 2005.

THE WORK OF THE YOUNG
ATLANTISTS
The Youth Organization of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and

Montenegro is an integral part of the Atlantic Council of Serbia
and Montenegro. Since its inception in 2002, it has engaged in

numerous activities, and has had much success in spreading Euro-
Atlantic ideas and values, particularly in the past two years of its
work. The organization brings together young people who wish to
contribute with their efforts to Serbia and Montenegro’s entrance into
the Euro-Atlantic family. Young Atlantists strive to realize their goals
and implement their principles through various public activities, edu-
cational processes, and projects.

2004
– Members of the Youth Organization served as moderators in

lectures on the future challenges of NATO, as well as the challenges
which face Serbia and Montenegro on the eve of its entrance into
the Partnership for Peace, held by NATO’s Secretary General Jap
de Hol Shefer during his visit to Belgrade in July 2004.

– The Youth Organization of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro was one of the delegations of 37 countries which par-
ticipated in the NATO Youth Summit in Istanbul (Pan-Atlantic
Student NATO Summit), which was held simultaneously with the
Summit of Heads of State and Government in late June 2004. The
trip was organized as a part of the ”Balkans NATO Bus” project so
as to enable the delegations from this region (Macedonia, Croatia,
Bosnia and Hercegovina, Bulgaria and Serbia and Montenegro) to
travel to Istanbul together. Apart from the numerous activities in this
Summit, the members of the Organization also had the opportunity
to meet the world’s foremost politicians and statesmen.

– During 2004, the Youth Organization managed to orga-
nize several lectures and public discussions on the subject of secu-
rity, terrorism and military reform, and also took part in numerous
seminars and assemblies in the country which it did not directly 
initiate. The guests of the Organization included among others: 
Mr. Bruce Jackson, President of the USA Committee for the
Enlargement of NATO, Mr. Prvoslav Davinic, Defense Minister of
Serbia and Montenegro, Mr. Michael Polt, USA Ambassador to
Serbia and Montenegro, as well as the domestic experts on terror-
ism and security, Prof. Dr. Dragan Simeunovic, Prof. Dr. Darko
Marinkovic, and Prof. Dr. Mladen Bajagic.

– During this year, the Youth Organization of the Atlantic Council
had fruitful cooperation with Megatrend University, and achieved
mutual cooperation with the Faculty of Philology in Belgrade and the
Association of Young Diplomats.

– In the framework of international activities of the Atlantic
Council of Serbia and Montenegro, the Youth Organization took part
in seminars and conferences in Bulgaria, Denmark, Slovenia, and
Italy.

2005
– February 21st – Ms. Sonja Davinic, Member of the Youth

Organization of the Atlantic Council, participated at the Winter
School ”New Security Challenges and the Role of NATO”, held in
Moscow and organized by the Centre for European Security Studies
from February 21st to 26th.

– February 28th – Ms. Ivana Kojadinovic, Member of the Youth
Organization of the ACSM, attended a Security Sector Reform
School organized by the G17 Institute from February 28th to March
4th in Belgrade.

– April 17th – Representatives of the Youth Organization of the
Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro, Mr. Marko Kovacevic
and Ms. Ivana Kojadinovic, participated in a simulation seminar on
crisis situations organized by the ATA (Atlantic Treaty Association)
and the Institute for Civil Education Baden-Wittenberg.

– May 11th – Colonel Andrew Pratt, Director of the Program on
Terrorism and Security Studies, from the College of International and
Security Studies ”George Marshall” in Garmisch-Partenkirken, held
a lecture for the Youth Organization of the Atlantic Council of Serbia
and Montenegro, on the topic of ”Terrorism and Integration”.

– May 18th – Head of the OSCE Mission to Serbia and Monte-
negro, Mr. Maurizio Massari, welcomed a delegation of the Youth
Organization of the ACSM in the OSCE office. On that occasion,
Ambassador Massari presented the Youth of the Atlantic
Council with the role of the OSCE in the security sector reform
process in Serbia and Montenegro.
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Vladanu @ivulovi}u, predsedniku Atlantskog saveta SCG, za li~-
ni doprinos razvoju bugarsko-srpskih odnosa i širewu vrednosti
atlantske solidarnosti. U ime gospodina Pasija, to odlikovawe
uru~io je ambasador Bugarske u SCG dr Jani Mil~akov.

– 6. maj – Atlantski savet Srbije i Crne Gore ugostio je delega-
ciju Diplomatske akademije iz Be~a, jednu od najstarijih i najre-
spektabilnijih u svetu. Tom prilikom, sa 30 mladih diplomata iz
celog sveta razgovarano je o temi: „Nova politi~ka stvarnost
Srbije”. Mladim diplomatama obratili su se: Bojan Dimitrijevi},
savetnik predsednika Republike Srbije za pitawa odbrane, i
Miša \urkovi}, savetnik predsednika Vlade Srbije za politi~ka
pitawa. 

– 10. maj – delegacija Atlantskog saveta SCG u~estvovala je u
radu „Second Sofia Meeting of the Central and South Eastern Europe
Security Forum” (CSEESF), koji je odr`an u Sofiji u organizaciji
NATO Info centra Bugarske, Atlantskog saveta Danske, Casa NA-
TO iz Rumunije i Euroatlantskog kluba Makedonije. 

– 13. maj – Atlantski savet SCG ugostio je delegaciju National
War College-a iz Vašingtona, na ~elu sa direktorom Departmana za
nacionalnu strategiju bezbednosti dr Rojem Stafordom. Tom pri-
likom eksperti Atlantskog saveta su im odr`ali predavawa o
aktuelnoj politi~koj situaciji u SCG i o dostignutom stepenu re-
formi sistema odbrane. Govorili su: dr Srbobran Brankovi}, di-
rektor TNS Media Galup, gppuk. Slobodan Kosovac, izvršni di-
rektor Ministarstva odbrane SCG, i g. Vladan Marjanovi}, anali-
ti~ar VIP magazina.

– 18. maj – delegacija Atlantskog saveta SCG u~estvovala je u
radu godišweg sastanka Asocijacije atlantskog ugovora (ATA), koji
je odr`an u sedištu NATO-a u Briselu. Sastanak je organizovao
Odsek za javnu diplamatiju NATO-a i sastojao se od razli~itih
brifinga, okruglih stolova i edukativnih radionica.

Organizacija mladih Atlantskog saveta SCG 
u 2004. i 2005. godini

DELA MLADIH ATLANTISTA
O

rganizacija mladih je deo Atlantskog saveta SCG. Od osni-
vawa (2002) imala je brojne aktivnosti i puno uspeha u
širewu evroatlantskih ideja i vrednosti, a naro~ito u

protekle dve godine. Ona okupqa mlade qude koji svojim radom
`ele da doprinesu prikqu~ewu naše zemqe u evroatlantsku
porodicu naroda. Mladi atlantisti nastoje da svoje ciqeve i
principe sprovedu u delo kroz razli~ite edukativne aktivnos-
ti i projekte.

2004. 
– ̂ lanovi Organizacije mladih bili su moderatori predavawa

o budu}im izazovima NATO-a, kao i izazovima Srbije i Crne Gore
pred ulazak u „Partnerstvo za mir”, koje je studentima odr`ao gen-

eralni sekretar NATO-a Jap de Hop Shefer u julu 2004. godine
tokom svoje posete Beogradu.

– Me|u delegacijama 37 dr`ava koje su krajem juna 2004. godine
u~estvovale na Omladinskom samitu NATO-a u Istanbulu (Pan-
Atlantic Student NATO Summit), koji je odr`an uporedo sa samitom
šefova dr`ava i vlada, bila je i delegacija mladih Atlantskog
saveta SCG. Putovawe je organizovano u okviru projekta „Balkan
NATO Bus”, kako bi delegacije zemaqa iz regiona (Makedonija,
Hrvatska, Bosna i Hercegovina, Albanija, Bugarska i Srbija i Crna
Gora) mogle zajedno da doputuju u Istanbul. ^lanovi naše organi-
zacije su na tom samitu, pored brojnih aktivnosti, imali priliku i
da se susretnu sa vode}im svetskim politi~arima i dr`avnicima.

– Tokom 2004. godine, Organizacija mladih je uspela da orga-
nizuje više predavawa i javnih tribina o problemima bezbednos-
ti, terorizma i reforme sistema odbrane, ali i da u~estvuje u
radu mnogih seminara i skupova u zemqi. Gosti Organizacije
mladih bili su: Brus Yekson, predsednik komiteta SAD za šire-
we NATO-a, Prvoslav Davini}, ministar odbrane SCG, Majkl
Polt, ambasador SAD u SCG, kao i doma}i stru~waci za terorizam
i bezbednost, prof. dr Dragan Simeunovi}, prof. dr Darko Marin-
kovi} i prof. dr Mladen Bajagi}. 

– Tokom 2004. godine mladi atlantisti imali su sveobuhvatnu
saradwu sa Megatrend univerzitetom, a zajedni~ka saradwa je os-
tvarena i sa Filološkim fakultetom u Beogradu i Asocijacijom
mladih diplomata.

– U okviru me|unarodnih aktivnosti Atlantskog saveta SCG,
mladi su u~estvovali na seminarima i konferencijama u Bugar-
skoj, Danskoj, Sloveniji i Italiji.

2005. 
– 21–26. februar – Sowa Davini}, ~lan Organizacije mladih,

u~estvovala je u radu zimske škole „Novi bezbednosni izazovi i
uloga NATO-a”, koja je odr`ana u Moskvi, u organizaciji Centra za
evropske bezbednosne studije.

– 28. februar – 4. mart – Ivana Kojadinovi}, ~lan Organizacije
mladih, bila je polaznik Škole reforme sektora bezbednosti u
organizaciji Instituta G17.

– 17–20. april – Marko Kova~evi} i Ivana Kojadinovi} u~e-
stvovali su u Nema~koj na seminaru – simulaciji o kriznim situa-
cijama, u organizaciji Asocijacije atlantskog ugovora (ATA) i In-
stituta za civilno obrazovawe Baden–Virtenberg.

– 11. maj – pukovnik Endru Prat, direktor programa za terori-
zam i bezbednost na Koleyu za me|unarodne i bezbednosne studi-
je „Yory Maršal” u Garmiš-Partenkirhenu, odr`ao je predavawe
za mlade Atlantskog saveta o temi „Terorizam i integracije”.

– 18. maj – Ambasador misije OEBS-a u SCG g. Mauricio Masari
primio je delegaciju Organizacije mladih ASSCG u prostorijama
OEBS-a. Tom prilikom ambasador Masari je upoznao mlade atlan-
tike sa ulogom OEBS-a u reformi sektora bezbednosti u našoj
zemqi.
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The World

History has a habit of moving in waves,
sweeping all before itself in a moment
and then receding, to rise again in some

other part of the world or affecting some
other aspect of life.

So is has proved to be with the great
changes in Europe that began with the open-
ing of the Berlin War more than 15 years ago
– the better part of a generation – and the
collapse of region’s communist regimes,
both those backed by the Soviet Union or
those, like Yugoslavia, whose communism
had long been home-grown. The years that
followed have seen efforts to spread the suc-
cess of Western Europe Eastward.  The
European Union is now 25 countries and
NATO is 26, in each case even piercing the
borders of the old Soviet Union. 

For its part, Yugoslavia is no more, but in
the process of dissolving was the inheritor of
old enmities and renewed conflicts.  Even
here, however, the strife and tragedy of the
1990s that cost so many lives has abated.
Both NATO and the European Union realized
that they could not pursue what both saw as
“more important” items on their respective
agendas unless they intervened decisively in
post-Yugoslav conflicts and even today help
to prevent a renewal of violent hostilities in
Bosnia, Kosovo, and Macedonia.
Meanwhile, Slovenia has become a full mem-
ber of NATO and Macedonia and Croatia
have been included in its Partnership for
Peace (along with neighboring Albania).

New Role of the West
But history is now moving on.  Since

September 11, 2001, the United States has
been preoccupied with direct threats to the
homeland from terrorism and, later, with the
Iraq war, its aftermath, and the long-term
matter of creating a new security system for
the entire Middle East.  Countries of the
European Union, in the main, have both
turned inward to the further development of
the Union – deepening instead of widening
in this next phase of development – and to

adapting to the perspectives of the United
States that are increasingly focused on
events beyond Europe.

This does not mean that the Balkans –
including the former Yugoslavia – are again
being overlooked by history, most pertinent-
ly the ambitions of the United States and its
European partners to help bring all of its
constituent elements fully into a “Europe
whole and free.”  Partnership for Peace con-
tinues its work, including the prospect of
membership for Bosnia and for Serbia-
Montenegro (begging the question, of
course, whether Serbia and Montenegro will
be one or separate entities). The EU contin-
ues its political and economic work in these
countries.  And at some point in the not too
distant future, the issue of Kosovo’s future
will again be brought forward, to see
whether some genuine progress toward set-
tlement can be reached.

But the novelty of democratization has
begun to pass beyond Central Europe and
the Balkans.  Rose Revolution in Georgia,
Orange Revolution in Ukraine, and events
elsewhere in the former Soviet Union –
including Kyrgystan and perhaps other post-
Soviet states – are now commanding atten-
tion and, with it, the resources and support
for post-communist societies.

This does not mean that the Balkans,
including the former Yugoslavia, will once
again be ignored by larger currents of
European and global history, to be thrown
back onto its own devices, and to be expected
to succeed on its own.  The transatlantic part-

ners, NATO, and the EU, still see the impor-
tance of peace in the region and its movement
toward full incorporation into the larger
European and international family. But the
shifting of history away from Europe’s inter-
nal security concerns, in general, will mean
that individual countries in the Balkans, and
whatever cooperation these countries can put
together among themselves, will become
more important than before.  

Necessary Initiatives 
of Balkan Countries
More of the initiative of reform, develop-

ment, and integration in broader institutions
will need to come from these societies rather
than emanate from what is done by out-
siders.  This is not altogether bad news.  As
we have seen throughout Europe since the
great work of basic transformation began
after the Second World War, the most lasting
achievements are those that have the full
investment of individual nations and peo-
ples.  So it is likely to be in the Balkans –
and especially with a rising generation of
young people.

But it is also clear that ambition and
effort will be rewarded.  Three of the four
Visegrad states – Poland, Hungary, and the
Czech Republic – decided in the mid-1990s
that they were prepared to do all that was
necessary to become fully NATO allies and
members of the EU, and their efforts were
soon rewarded.  The Slovak Republic, for its
part, held back, and it had to wait longer to
be welcomed into NATO. 

Serbia-Montenegro (or Serbia and Mon-
tenegro) can also expect that efforts will be
rewarded.  They include especially what
society does within and for itself…in
democratization…in the full flowering of
human rights…in taking the internal steps
needed to attract foreign investment…in
developing attitudes and institutions within
that will lead to attachments without.  And
they include getting right the aftermath of
the last decade’s conflicts, which also
involved efforts at reconciliation between
Serbs and Albanians in Kosovo and the
bringing to justice of those leaders who
betrayed their own people and broader
humanity when they committed war crimes:
this is not an unreasonable demand by the
rest of Europe and the Atlantic region.

Robert E. HUNTER
President of the Atlantic 
Treaty Association
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Istorija se ~esto kre}e u talasima, ko-
ji jednog trenutka brišu sve pred so-
bom, a onda se povla~e, da bi se ponovo

podigli u nekom drugom delu sveta ili da
bi uticali na neki drugi aspekt `ivota.
Isti slu~aj je i sa velikim promenama u
Evropi koje su po~ele rušewem Berlin-
skog zida, pre više od 15 godina, i padom
regionalnih komunisti~kih re`ima, kako
onih koje je podr`avao Sovjetski Savez,
tako i onih u kojima je komunizam odavno
bio doma}i proizvod, kao na primer u Jugo-
slaviji. U godinama koje su usledile bili
smo svedoci napora da se uspeh Zapadne Ev-
rope proširi i na istok. Evropska unija
sada ima 25, a NATO – 26 zemaqa ~lanica,
koje u oba slu~aja prelaze granice nekada-
šweg Sovjetskog Saveza.

Jugoslavije više nema, ali je u procesu
raspada bila naslednik starih neprijate-
qstava i obnovqenih konflikata. Meðu-
tim, oni su se stišali ~ak i tu gde su tra-
gedija i sukob, devedesetih godina, odneli
brojne `ivote. I NATO i Evropska unija
shvatili su da ne mogu te`iti ka onome
što su smatrali va`nijim ta~kama u svo-
jim agendama ako odlu~no ne intervenišu
u konfliktima u bivšoj Jugoslaviji, pa
~ak i ukoliko danas ne pomognu spre~ava-
we obnove nasilnih neprijateqstava u
Bosni, Makedoniji i na Kosovu. U meðu-
vremenu, Slovenija je postala punopravna
~lanica NATO-a, dok su Makedonija i Hr-
vatska ukqu~ene u „Partnerstvo za mir”
(zajedno sa susednom Albanijom).

Nova uloga Zapada
Ali, istorija se nastavqa. Od 11. sep-

tembra 2001, Sjediwene Dr`ave su bile
preokupirane direktnim teroristi~kim
pretwama, a kasnije – ratom u Iraku i we-
govim posledicama, kao i dugotrajnim
stvarawem novog bezbednosnog sistema za
ceo Bliski istok. Zemqe ~lanice Evrop-
ske unije uglavnom su se okrenule ka da-
qem razvoju Evropske unije (u slede}oj fa-
zi razvoja su je produbqivale, umesto
proširivale) i prilagoðavawu na poli-
tiku SAD koja je sve više usredsreðena na
dogaðaje izvan Evrope.

To ne zna~i da istorija ponovo zaobi-
lazi Balkan, ukqu~uju}i i bivšu Jugosla-
viju, niti da je Balkan iskqu~en iz nasto-
jawa Sjediwenih Dr`ava i wenih evrop-
skih partnera da pomognu prikqu~ivawe
svih dr`ava u „Evropu, celu i slobodnu”.
„Partnerstvo za mir” nastavqa rad, kako u

drugim oblastima, tako i u vezi s izgledi-
ma za ~lanstvo Bosne i Hercegovine i
Srbije i Crne Gore (što, naravno, zavisi
i od toga da li }e Srbija i Crna Gora biti
jedan ili dva entiteta). Evropska unija,
takoðe, nastavqa sa politi~kim i ekonom-
skim radom u tim zemqama. U nekom tre-
nutku, u ne tako dalekoj budu}nosti,
pitawe Kosova }e ponovo biti na dnevnom
redu, da bi se videlo da li mo`e da se
postigne pravi napredak u rešavawu tog
problema.

No, novitet demokratizacije po~eo je
da prelazi granice centralne Evrope i
Balkana. „Ru`i~asta revolucija” u Gru-
ziji, „Naranyasta revolucija” u Ukrajini
i dogaðaji u drugim delovima bivšeg
Sovjetskog Saveza, ukqu~uju}i Kirgistan,
a mo`da i ostale bivše sovjetske dr`ave,
zahtevaju pa`wu, a uz to i izvore i podr-
šku za svoja postkomunisti~ka društva.
To ne zna~i da }e velike struje evropske i
globalne istorije ponovo zaobi}i Balkan,
ukqu~uju}i i bivšu Jugoslaviju, da }e biti
prepušten sam sebi i da }e se od wega
o~ekivati da uspe bez i~ije pomo}i. Tran-
satlantski partneri – NATO i EU, još
uvek vide zna~aj mira u regionu i kretawa
napred, ka potpunom pridru`ewu ve}oj
evropskoj i meðunarodnoj porodici. Skre-
tawe pa`we istorije sa pitawa unutra-
šwe bezbednosti Evrope, uopšte gledano,
zna~i}e da }e pojedina~ne zemqe na Bal-
kanu, kakvu god saradwu da ostvare meðu
sobom, postati zna~ajnije nego ikada ra-
nije.

Neophodnost inicijativa 
balkanskih zemaqa
Otkada je po~eo veliki rad na osnov-

nim promenama posle Drugog svetskog rata
u ~itavoj Evropi, najtrajnija dostignu}a su
ona koja su imala potpunu podršku nacija
i graðana. Tako }e, verovatno, biti i na
Balkanu, posebno sa generacijom mladih
qudi koja tek dolazi. Više inicijative u
vezi s reformama, razvojem i integraci-
jom u ve}e institucije mora}e da dolazi
upravo iz balkanskih dr`ava, pre nego da
to bude posledica onoga što bi za wih
radio spoqni ~inilac.

No, jasno je i da }e ambicija i napor
biti nagraðeni. Tri od ~etiri dr`ave
Višegradskog sporazuma – Poqska, Ma-
ðarska i Republika ^eška, sredinom
devedesetih godina izrazile su spremnost
da u~ine sve što je neophodno da bi
postale punopravne ~lanice NATO-a i
EU, i wihovi napori su veoma brzo nagra-
ðeni. Republika Slova~ka je bila uzdr`a-
na u vezi s tim, te je morala du`e da ~eka da
bi bila primqena u Severnoatlantski
savez.

Srbija i Crna Gora takoðe mogu da
o~ekuju da }e wihovi napori biti nagra-
ðeni. Posebno ono što društvo ~ini za
sebe, za demokratizaciju, za procvat qud-
skih prava, za preduzimawe koraka potreb-
nih za privla~ewe stranih investitora, za
razvijawe stavova i institucija unutar
zemqe koji }e voditi do stvarawa spona
izvan we. Pod tim naporima podrazumeva
se i otklawawe posledica konflikata u
posledwoj deceniji, kao i te`wa da se
Srbi i Albanci na Kosovu pomire i da
dovedu pred lice pravde one voðe koje su
izdale sopstveni narod, a u širem smislu
i ~ove~anstvo, kada su po~inile ratne
zlo~ine. To nije nerazuman zahtev ostatka
Evrope i atlantskog regiona.

Robert HANTER,
predsednik Asocijacije 
atlantskog ugovora
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Pogled iz Sjediwenih Dr`ava

ZAJEDNI^KIM NAPORIMA U
EVROATLANTSKU BUDU]NOST

Istorija ne}e zaobi}i Balkan, ukqu~uju}i i bivšu Jugoslaviju. Balkan
nije iskqu~en iz nastojawa SAD i wenih evropskih partnera da pomognu

prikqu~ivawe svih dr`ava u „Evropu, celu i slobodnu”.

COLLECTIVE EFFORTS TOWARDS
AN EURO ATLANTIC FUTURE

PODRŠKA RADU
ATLANTSKOG SAVETA SCG
Atlantski savet SCG ve} je dosti-

gao zavidan nivo upu}ivawa društva u
pravom smeru i posvetio se principi-
ma i na~elima atlantske bezbednosti,
partnerstva i demokratskih vrednos-
ti. Sada ima va`an zadatak: da obuh-
vati mlaðe generacije, koje su nada
budu}nosti i koje }e ovu zajednicu i
ovaj narod potpuno uvesti u meðunaro-
dnu zajednicu. Mi, koji sa strane pos-
matramo, pozdravqamo sve što je
Atlantski savet SCG do sada u~inio.
Zaslu`ili ste našu stalnu podršku
dok poma`ete da se put vaše zemqe
prokr~i do slobode.

History will not evade the Balkans, including the former-Yugoslavia. The Balkans
are not excluded from endeavors by the United States and her European partners
to help the accession of all states into a “full and free Europe”.

SUPPORTING THE WORK 
OF THE ATLANTIC COUNCIL OF
SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO
The Atlantic Council of Serbia and

Montenegro has a special and important
role to play.  It has already set an enviable
standard for pointing this society in the
right direction, devoted to the principles
and practices of Atlantic security, partner-
ship, and democratic values.  It has an
important role to play in involving the
younger generation that are the hope of the
future, and who will bring this society and
people fully into international society.  For
what the ASCM has already done, we who
watch from outside all that you are doing
salute you; you have earned our continuing
support as you help to forge the future of
your society in freedom. 



The World

NEW
WORLD 

REALITY
No country is able to meet the chal-

lenges of the modern world, not
even one as powerful as the USA.

The development of the modern world is
getting faster at a frightening rate which
almost cannot be followed. We hope-

lessly give up – GLOBALIZATION!

Considering this, several parameters proved
to be right. It is difficult to even list them:

– There is another ongoing revolution
in what Karl Marx called productive forces
– a way to computing technology. Inform-
ation, coming from various sources, can go
around the world in a second. It is practi-
cally impossible, not only to disrupt it but
to control the flow of ideas and money,
too. 

– Economic and financial sphere are
more and more unified. It does not only
concern disappearing of differences, which
are more and more faced, but imposing
unique game rules to the world. To play
against them can only be more expensive.
This is recently supported by active estab-
lishing of universal political concepts –
democracy a la President Bush.

– There are more and more contradic-
tions which cannot be called civilized in

the base of the expansion of such occur-
rence as international terrorism. The
necessity to realize the principle of world’s
coexistence of civilizations is the priority. 

– We are the witnesses of distinctive
technological and military separation of
the USA, tumultuous growth of China (in
1990 its GNP was equal to Russia’s and it
is four times bigger today), “liberal impe-
ria” of EU, no perspective for more and
more “crashed states” including the territo-
ry of former USSR and system crises in
Russia. 

Unstoppable distribution of weapons
for mass destruction, fight for resources
necessary for life, ecological problems,
poverty and haplessness make the picture
more than sad.

Where is the way out? As first, we must
understand the new reality. It is high time
we discarded all stereotypes from the
“cold war” which are still present and give
up trying to solve radically changed prob-
lems with old means. 

The advance in scientific foundation of
international policy is significant. From
my point of view, the serious reform needs
eternal comprehension of absolute sover-
eignty of the state, regardless of its treat-
ment of citizens, and unconditional accept-
ance of the right on self-determination.

No country is able to meet the chal-
lenges of modern world, not even the one
as powerful as the USA; no country is self
sufficient. 

In the end, according to a philosopher,
the world is run by ideas not by incentives.
The motto “Proletarians of all countries,
unite!” caused serious changes in the
world policy. Now the imperative is on
uniting the policies with sound thinking.
Modern chaotic development needs con-
scious corrections. It concerns making of
standards of behavior in international
scene which are in accordance to new real-
ity. The mechanism which would enable
their fulfillment should be formed. One of
the perspective ways to do it is essential
reorganization of OUN, first of all the
Security Council. So called “democratic
interventions” like the one in Yugoslavia in
1999 must be ruled out. 

I believe that Russia will be able to take
part in the group of the most developed
countries (in civilization context) where it
comes from, and in finding the answers to
new challenges. This also concerns
Balkans which is important but still out of
the game. It is time Russia restored its role
of important participant in bilateral and
multilateral cooperation.

Anatoliy ADAMISHIN
President of the Atlantic 
Council of Russia
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NOVA 
SVETSKA 

REALNOST
Nijedna dr`ava ne mo`e da izaðe 

na kraj sa izazovima sadašweg
sveta, ~ak ni toliko mo}na dr`ava

kao što su Sjediwene Ameri~ke
Dr`ave

Razvitak savremenog sveta ubrzava se
zastrašuju}im tempom, takvim da se
gotovo ne mo`e ispratiti. Mi bez-

nade`no di`emo ruke – globalizacija! U
vezi s tim, nekoliko parametara se dovo-
qno jasno potvrdilo. Meðutim, teško ih
je sve pobrojati:

– U toku je, nejasno je koja po redu, re-
volucija u onome što je Marks nazvao
proizvodnim snagama – put u informaci-
one tehnologije. Informacija gotovo mu-
wevito obiðe svet, pri tom iz razli~i-
tih izvora. Prakti~no je nemogu}e ne sa-
mo ometati ve} i kontrolisati protok
ideja i novca. 

– Ekonomska i finansijska sfera se
sve više unificiraju ne samo u brisawu
razlika, koje se sve više suo~avaju, ve} i
u nametawu svetu jedinstvenih pravila
ponašawa. Igra protiv wih mo`e da bu-
de samo skupqa. Tome odnedavno odgovara
i aktivno uvoðewe opštih politi~kih
koncepcija – demokratije a la pred-
sednik Buš.

– U osnovi ekspanzije pojave kao što
je meðunarodni terorizam sve su uo~qi-
vije protivure~nosti, koje se, ina~e, ne
mogu nazvati civilizovanim. Kao prio-
ritet se name}e neophodnost ostvarewa
principa svetske koegzistencije civili-
zacija.

– O~igledni su tehnološko i vojno
izdvajawe SAD, burni rast Kine (još
1990. godine wen BNP bio je jednak sov-
jetskom, a sada je ~etiri puta ve}i), „lib-
eralna imperija” EU, besperspektivno
stawe sve ve}eg broja „urušenih dr`a-
va”, ne iskqu~uju}i ni teritoriju biv-
šeg SSSR-a, i sistematska kriza Rusije. 

Tome treba dodati i nezaustavqivo
širewe oru`ja za masovno uništewe,
borbu za `ivotno neophodne resurse,
ekološke probleme, siromaštvo, bezi-
zlaznost, i – slika postaje više nego tu-
`na. 

Gde je izlaz? Kao prvo, u poimawu no-
ve realnosti. Najzad je vreme da se odbace
svi, još postoje}i, stereotipi iz vreme-
na „hladnog rata” i odustane od pokušaja
da se starim sredstvima rešavaju radi-
kalno izmeweni problemi. U vezi s tim,

vidno je napredovawe u nau~nom zasni-
vawu meðunarodne politike. Izgleda da
su u ozbiqnoj reformi potrebna ve~na
shvatawa, kao što su ona o apsolutnom
suverenitetu dr`ave, nezavisno od toga
kako se ponaša prema svojim graðanima,
i o bezuslovnom priznavawu prava na
samoopredeqewe. 

Nijedna dr`ava ne mo`e da izaðe na
kraj sa izazovima sadašweg sveta, ~ak ni
toliko mo}na dr`ava kao što su Sjedi-
wene Ameri~ke Dr`ave – nijedna nije sa-
modovoqna. 

Na kraju, kao što je rekao jedan filo-
zof, svet pokre}u ideje, a ne podstreci.
Svojevremeno je parola „Proleteri svih
zemaqa, ujedinite se!” izazvala ozbiqne
promene u svetskoj politici. Sada se u
imperativu javqa poziv za ujediwewe
svih zdravomisle}ih politika. U sadaš-
wem haoti~nom razvitku neophodne su
svesne ispravke. Re~ je o zajedni~koj iz-

radi normi ponašawa na meðunarodnoj
sceni koje odgovaraju novim realnosti-
ma, o formirawu mehanizama koji }e
omogu}iti wihovo bezuslovno pošto-
vawe. Jedan od perspektivnih puteva ka
tome jeste suštinska reorganizacija
OUN, pre svega wenog Saveta bezbednos-
ti. Tzv. demokratske intervencije, kao
što je bila 1999. godine protiv Jugosla-
vije, moraju biti iskqu~ene. 

Smatram da }e Rusija biti u mogu}no-
sti da u~estvuje u okviru grupe najrazvi-
jenijih dr`ava (u civilizacijskom kon-
tekstu), odakle i poti~e, kao i u pronala-
`ewu odgovora na nove izazove. To se u
potpunosti odnosi i na veoma va`an, ali
još uvek izvan igre, region Balkana. Ru-
siji je vreme da povrati ulogu zna~ajnog
aktera bilateralne i multilateralne
saradwe.

Anatolij ADMIŠIN, 
predsednik Atlantskog saveta Rusije
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Pogled iz Rusije



The Balkans

We must not forget that in the early 1990s
the Atlantic idea was raised initially pre-
cisely by the civic associations in all the

countries of Eastern Europe, which are now
full members of NATO. At that time their sin-
cere enthusiasm had to overcome many
doubts, scepticism, ideologies and stereotypes
of the past. Today the earlier scepticism of the
first supporters of the Atlantic idea has
become a pragmatic reality and a clear geopo-
litical identity of the new Bulgaria and of the
new Eastern Europe. I am convinced that this
will be the deserved success for the efforts of
all people in Serbia and Montenegro, who
have adopted the political culture of Atlantism
and are working to promote its goals. 

The role of leading reformist politicians in
Serbia and Montenegro became obvious in
the course of the practical steps to defend this

idea, and notably the efforts of the President
of Serbia, Mr. Boris Tadic, of the Prime
Minister of Serbia Vojislav Kostunica, of the
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Serbia and
Montenegro Mr. Vuk Draskovic, and of the
Defence Minister of Serbia and Montenegro
Prvoslav Davinic. Their definite orientation
towards active interaction with the structures
of the Alliance and towards future member-
ship in them helped them win a much
deserved influence within the Euro-Atlantic
community. The continuity with the progress
achieved by Minister Goran Svilanovic dur-
ing the first years of the democratic transfor-
mations was perceived as a sure sign that the
road of Serbia and Montenegro towards the
Partnership for Peace, NATO and the EU is
difficult, but irreversible. This road was
marked as a symbol and as a warning by the
tragic sacrifice of the great European,
unflinching democrat and inspired reformist
Zoran Djindjic. 

A priority goal of all countries in
Southeastern Europe is to preserve and pro-
mote security and stability in the region.
Security is a key element in the array of
“Balkan” themes. Without security and stabil-
ity all other plans for reforms, political goals
and economic priorities would be deprived of
a reliable foundation. 

It is a welcome fact that these goals are
increasingly shared by the ordinary people as
well, thus acquiring public legitimacy.
Southeastern Europe accepts as values and
tries to enforce the European standards of the
consolidated democracies. Considerable
progress was also achieved in stabilising the
Western Balkans in terms of establishing part-
nership among the states and a favourable
political climate. A special role in these
endeavours is attributed to the clear European
prospects before the countries in that part of
the region. Let us add to this characteristic also
the indisputable geostrategic importance and
the growing significance of the region as a
transport, infrastructural and energy crossroad. 

Terrorism and Other Global Threats
Naturally, there exist challenges and dan-

gers along the chosen road. Terrorism is a glob-
al threat. We must not delude ourselves that we
can hide from possible terrorist acts and remain
unnoticed in an increasingly globalising world.
Hence, the logical conclusion is that we must
participate actively in the global resistance
against terrorism. Bulgaria has made its contri-
bution to the antiterrorist coalition in Iraq,
regardless of the sustained sacrifices.
Terrorism thrives on the fertile soil of political
instability and economic backwardness. 

Unfortunately, the last decade of the 20th
century left a bad legacy in the Balkans and

especially in the western part of the
Peninsula.  The slow pace of the democratic
reforms, corruption, economic hardships,
unemployment, cross-border organised
crime, trafficking of human beings, drugs and
arms can ruin the efforts of any government
and can thwart any attempt at reform.

NATO and the EU Guarantors 
of Stability in the Region
It is good that in its efforts aimed at fast

integration with the European and Euro-
Atlantic structures, Southeastern Europe has
strong and respected allies like NATO and the
European Union. The integration policy of
NATO contributed substantially to the securi-
ty and stability in Southeastern Europe. The
experience of Bulgaria and Romania showed
that the Atlantic prospects are a strong incen-
tive for attaining the transition to democracy
and the reforms accompanying it.

The military presence of NATO in the
region will preserve its vital importance for
the security and stability of Southeastern
Europe for the next few years as well. Since
1993, when the Alliance started its operations
in the Balkans for the first time – incidentally,
the first operations of this kind outside its own
geographical boundaries – to this day it is the
principal guarantor of the stability in the
region. Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo and
Macedonia are emblematic with respect to the
significance of the political and military role
of the Alliance during crises. NATO’s strate-
gy in the Balkans was endorsed at the NATO
Summit in June 2004. It comprises the politi-
cal aspects and the operation led by the
Alliance, while at the same time indicates the
still existing numerous political, economic,
social and institutional challenges. Special
attention is also devoted to NATO’s central
role as a guarantee of security and stability in
the region through political involvement, mil-
itary presence and development of the coop-
eration and partnership with the countries in
the region.  Aside from this, it is a very impor-
tant economic determinant.

Both NATO and the EU generate security
and stability through the pursued integration
policy and through the operations conducted
by the Member States on the territory of some
countries in the Western Balkans. I have in
mind the police mission in Bosnia and
Herzegovina (EUPM), as well as the opera-
tions Concordia and Proxima in Macedonia.
And the Altea operation in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, finally endorsed the new image
of the European Union. I take this opportuni-
ty to stress an important fact evidenced by the
way in which this operation is conducted:
under EU auspices, but with NATO forces
and funds. Security in the region is not mere-
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Ne sme se zaboraviti da je ranih
devedesetih godina atlantska ideja
prvobitno prihva}ena u civilnim

udru`ewima u svim zemqama isto~ne
Evrope koje su sada punopravne ~lanice
Severnoatlantskog saveza. U to vreme,
ona su s iskrenim entuzijazmom morala da
prebrode mnoge sumwe, skepticizam, ide-
ologije i stereotipe prošlosti. Sada je
atlantska ideja postala pragmati~na
realnost i jasan geopoliti~ki identitet
nove Bugarske i nove Isto~ne Evrope.
Ubeðen sam da }e takav biti i zaslu`eni
uspeh svih qudi u Srbiji i Crnoj Gori
koji su usvojili politi~ku kulturu at-
lantizma i koji rade na promociji wenih
ciqeva. 

Uloga vode}ih reformatorskih poli-
ti~ara u Srbiji i Crnoj Gori koji se
zala`u za tu ideju postala je o~igledna, a
posebno trud predsednika Srbije Borisa
Tadi}a, premijera Vojislava Koštunice,
ministra spoqnih poslova SCG Vuka
Draškovi}a i ministra odbrane SCG
Prvoslava Davini}a. Wihova dobro poz-
nata orijentacija ka aktivnoj saradwi sa
strukturama Alijanse i budu}em ~lan-
stvu u wima pomogla im je da zadobiju za-
slu`eni uticaj u evroatlantskim dr`a-
vama. Kontinuitet progresa, zapo~et sa
ministrom Goranom Svilanovi}em prvih
godina demokratskih promena, viðen je
kao siguran znak da je put Srbije i Crne
Gore ka „Partnerstvu za mir”, NATO-u i
EU, iako trnovit, ipak neizmenqiv. Taj
put je obele`en kao simbol i kao upozo-
rewe tragi~nom `rtvom velikog Evro-
pqanina, nepokolebqivog demokrate i
nadahnutog reformiste Zorana Ðinði}a. 

Najva`niji ciq svih zemaqa jugoisto-
~ne Evrope jeste o~uvawe i promovisawe
sigurnosti i stabilnosti u regionu. Si-
gurnost je kqu~ni element meðu brojnim
„balkanskim” temama. Bez sigurnosti i
stabilnosti svi ostali planovi za re-
forme, politi~ki ciqevi i ekonomski
prioriteti ne bi imali pouzdanu osno-
vicu. 

^iwenica je da te ciqeve sve više
prihvataju i obi~ni graðani, ~ime dobi-
jaju i javni legitimitet. Jugoisto~na
Evropa prihvata te vrednosti i trudi se
da oja~a evropske standarde konsolidova-
nih demokratija. Zna~ajan napredak je
postignut stabilizovawem Zapadnog
Balkana stvarawem partnerstava meðu
dr`avama i povoqne politi~ke klime.
Poseban zna~aj u tome imali su jasni
evropski ciqevi zemaqa u tom regionu,
~emu se mogu dodati nesumwiv geostra-
teški zna~aj i sve ve}a va`nost tog re-

giona kao transportne, infrastrukturne
i energetske raskrsnice.

Terorizam i druge 
globalne pretwe
Terorizam je globalna pretwa, i niko

se ne sme zavaravati da se mo`e sakriti
od mogu}ih teroristi~kih napada i osta-
ti neprime}en u sve globalizovanijem
svetu. Stoga je logi~no da svi moraju ak-
tivno u~estvovati u svetskom otporu
protiv terorizma – Bugarska je dala svoj
doprinos antiteroristi~koj koaliciji u
Iraku bez obzira na `rtve. 

Iz posledwe decenije 20. veka, na`a-
lost, ostalo je veoma loše nasleðe na
Balkanu, posebno u zapadnom delu polu-
ostrva. Spore demokratske reforme, ko-
rupcija, siromaštvo, nezaposlenost, or-
ganizovani kriminal i trgovina qudima,
drogom i oru`jem mogu da upropaste trud
svake vlade i da onemogu}e svaki pokušaj
uvoðewa reformi.

Severnoaltlantski savez 
i Evropska unija garanti 
stabilnosti u regionu
U naporima za brzom integracijom u

evropske i evroatlantske strukture Ju-
goisto~na Evropa ima jake i uva`ene sa-
veznike, kao što su NATO i Evropska
unija. Integraciona politika NATO-a
veoma je mnogo doprinela sigurnosti i
stabilnosti u tom regionu. Iskustvo Bu-
garske i Rumunije pokazalo je da su atlan-
tske ideje jak podstrek za voðewe tranzi-
cije do demokratije pra}ene reformama.

Vojno prisustvo NATO-a veoma je
va`no za sigurnost i stabilnost Jugoi-
sto~ne Evrope u nekoliko narednih godi-
na. Bosna i Hercegovina, Kosovo i Make-
donija klasi~ni su primeri kada je re~ o
zna~aju politi~ke i vojne uloge NATO-a
u vreme kriza.

Strategija NATO-a za Balkan, usvoje-
na na samitu NATO-a u junu 2004, odnosi
se na politi~ke poglede i operacije Ali-
janse, ali i ukazuje na brojne politi~ke,
ekonomske, socijalne i institucionalne
izazove. Posebna pa`wa je posve}ena
centralnoj ulozi NATO-a kao ~inioca
stabilnosti i sigurnosti u regionu kroz
politi~ko delovawe, vojno prisustvo i
razvoj saradwe i partnerstva meðu zem-
qama. Osim toga, on je i veoma va`an eko-
nomski ~inilac.

Evropska unija, kao i NATO, pru`a
sigurnost i stabilnost kroz politiku
integracije i kroz operacije koje vode

wene ~lanice na teritoriji nekih zema-
qa na Zapadnom Balkanu (policijska mi-
sija EUPM u Bosni i Hercegovini, ope-
racije „Konkordia” i „Proksima” u Ma-
kedoniji, kao i operacija „Altea” u Bos-
ni i Hercegovini koja se izvodi, pod
okriqem Evropske unije, pomo}u snaga i
finansijskih sredstava NATO-a). Te dve
organizacije blisko saraðuju i u graðewu
mira, posleratnoj obnovi, borbi protiv
terorizma, spre~avawu proizvodwe oru-
`ja za masovno uništewe i izgradwi voj-
nih objekata, što je ciq koordinisane
politike EU i NATO-a i za Zapadni
Balkan. Naime, proces stabilizacije i
pridru`ivawa EU postao je okvir inte-
gracione politike Evropske unije za Za-
padni Balkan. 
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Jugoisto~na Evropa u evroatlantskim integracijama

SOLIDARNOST U OSTVARIVAWU CIQEVA SOLIDARITY IN REALIZING GOALS
Promene na Balkanu su duboke i nepokolebqive. Sve zemqe su

demokratskim putem izabrale vlade koje mogu}nost, budu}nost i pros-
peritet svojih zemaqa vide u evropskoj i evroatlantskoj integraciji.

Changes in the Balkans are deep and unwavering. All countries have cho-
sen democratic governments who see the ability, future and prosperity of
their countries in European and Euro-Atlantic integrations.

Balkansko poluostrvo Balkan Peninsula



The Balkans

ly a sphere to which the two organisations
have contributed and in the guarantee of
which they have played a role. It is likewise
not merely the object of shared interests. It is
a shared vision, in the name of which they are
trying to work in close cooperation and to
mutually complement their capabilities with-
in the entire spectrum of security manage-
ment: peace-building, post-war reconstruc-
tion, combating terrorism, preventing the pro-
liferation of weapons of mass destruction, and
military capacity building. Incidentally, this is
also the aim of the coordinated EU and NATO
approach in the Western Balkans, adopted in
July 2003. The EU-launched Stabilisation and
Association Process was transformed into a
framework of the integration policy of the EU
vis-à-vis the Western Balkans. 

Kosovo and Metohija as a Source 
of Instability
Kosovo and Metohia constitute a key

security issue in Southeastern Europe and an
alarming source of instability. Bulgaria
adheres strictly to the universally accepted
formulae on Kosovo: Resolution 1244 of the
UN Security Council and the political
approach of the international community
“standards before statute” with unswerving
and serious attention to the state of human and
minority rights in the region. 

The exceptional complexity of the Kosovo
problem is an enormous challenge to the

efforts of world diplomacy and a frequent pre-
text for criticism levelled at it, but it is clear
that no country can propose on its own a com-
prehensive formula or an ideal plan for the
future statute of the region. It should be clear
that every decision concerning Pristina ought
to be acceptable to Belgrade as well. The
potential of the different countries should be
utilised. Bulgaria is ready to contribute with-
in the limits of its potential to a fruitful dia-
logue between Belgrade and Pristina in spe-
cific areas. For example, Bulgaria has a long-
lasting commitment to the protection and
restoration of the cultural heritage in Kosovo.
We are also ready to contribute to the better
understanding between the Albanians and
Serbs in Kosovo through assistance to the
civil society structures, the media, the youth
initiatives and the education of young politi-
cal leaders. At the end of the day, the princi-
pal goal of the international community is the
building of a multi-ethnic society in Kosovo,
which is indisputably based on the gradual
building of mutual trust.

Regional Politics of Bulgaria
The Bulgarian government headed by

Prime Minister Simeon Saxe-Coburg Gotha
on the regional policy of Bulgaria. From the
very beginning, in 2001, we set ourselves two
key priorities: European integration and infra-
structure. The year 2004 proved to be the
“year of Bulgaria”, according to the definition
of the Bulgarian Prime Minister. Bulgaria
became full member of NATO and completed
its negotiations for EU membership. We par-
ticipated in the drafting of the European
Constitution and in its signing. Bulgaria
acquired a special position in the region.
Preserving its role as a factor of stability,
Bulgaria has already become both an importer
and an exporter of Euro-Atlantic and
European integration. The European and the
Euro-Atlantic integration of Bulgaria is
already directly linked with the Euro-Atlantic
integration policies of the neighbouring coun-
tries and with the strategy of NATO and the
EU concerning enlargement and the integra-
tion of the countries from Southeastern
Europe. This position gives us new responsi-
bilities and new opportunities.

We believe that it is our duty to have an
active policy with respect to the countries in
the Western Balkans. Its dimensions do not
merely concern good-neighbourly partner-
ship, but also its harmonious incorporation
into a general integrational philosophy and
practice. At the end of last year, we signed
Memoranda of Cooperation in the sphere of
European and Euro-Atlantic integration with
the colleagues from Macedonia, Albania,
Croatia, and Serbia and Montenegro. The
search for common solutions is necessitated
by the common European projects of our
countries, by the geoeconomic realities and
prospects, by our shared interest in regulating
the potential conflict foci in the region and by
the shared responsibility with the remaining
countries from the Euro-Atlantic space to pre-
serve regional and international security. 

Bulgaria believes that it is necessary to
present the European prospect for the Western

Balkans in more specific terms with respect to
both its time and structure, and to state the
available resources for that. In our opinion,
this prospect should acquire a form similar to
a “road map.” The Western Balkans ought to
have a permanent incentive to move forward,
to implement the necessary political and eco-
nomic reforms, to have a clear purpose in
mind and to receive justified evaluations,
including encouragement, if they meet the
European criteria. In this way, the “investment
of confidence” thus made will prove to be sub-
sequently an “investment in the security and
prosperity” of the entire Southeastern Europe.

In parallel with the extremely active bilat-
eral and multilateral political dialogue that we
had in the region, with the development of the
direct links between the branch ministries and
the human contacts, we devote special atten-
tion in our regional foreign policy to econom-
ic cooperation, including the infrastructure
development. We are actively working for the
political “securing” of the corridors (transport,
gas, oil and communications) in Southeastern
Europe, and efforts are being made to develop
both the vertical and the horizontal “axes.”
The liberalisation of the bilateral trade rela-
tions with the countries in the region has
brought a 30 to 50% increase in trade. The
modernisation of the existing border check-
points with the neighbouring countries and the
opening of new ones is a priority. We believe
that it is necessary to abide by the principle of
“open borders with maximum security.”

During the past several months we have
also placed a serious emphasis on the spiritu-
al and cultural dimension. The explanation is
simple, and at the same time paradoxical: in
spite of so many common things in the lan-
guages, in the way of life, in the historical
experience and in the spiritual culture, the
ordinary people in the Balkans do not know
each other well. The infrastructural obstacles
are further compounded by prejudices from
the past. It is an axiom that good mutual
knowledge generates trust and security. We
would like to exchange cultural centres with
Serbia and Montenegro. In May 2005,
Bulgaria is organising a summit in Varna
devoted to the cultural corridors in
Southeastern Europe. The aim is to demon-
strate the contribution of Balkan cultures to
the European and global cultural treasure
house and to make everything necessary for
endorsing a better image of the region.

Driven precisely by the concern to project
a common image before the world, in conclu-
sion, I would like to stress again the important
role attributed to the Balkan solidarity. Our
joint efforts, actions and initiatives will deter-
mine to a great extent the attraction of addi-
tional interest on a wider scale, aimed at the
modernisation of Southeastern Europe – both
on the part of the EU and the USA, and on the
part of other influential economic and finan-
cial factors. Balkan solidarity in this respect
can become an essential factor for raising the
quality of life of the Balkan nations – which
they deserve as Europeans and which, I am
convinced, they will attain.

Solomon PASSY
Minister of Foreign Affairs
Republic of Bulgaria
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Kosovo i Metohija 
kao izvor nestabilnosti
Kosovo i Metohija su kqu~ bezbednos-

ti u Jugoisto~noj Evropi i alarmantni
izvor nestabilnosti. Bugarska je ~vrsto
opredeqena za univerzalno prihva}ene
formule za Kosovo: Rezoluciju 1244 Sa-
veta bezbednosti UN i politi~ki prist-
up meðunarodne zajednice „standardi pre
statusa”, uz nepokolebqivo poštovawe
qudskih prava i prava mawina u regionu. 

Izuzetna kompleksnost problema Ko-
sova veliki je izazov svetskoj diplomati-
ji i ~est izgovor za kritiku. Meðutim,
nijedna zemqa ne mo`e sama da predlo`i
prihvatqivo rešewe ili idealan plan
za budu}i statut regiona. Naime, svaka
odluka koja se ti~e Prištine treba da
bude prihvatqiva i Beogradu. Bugarska
je, u granicama svojih mogu}nosti, sprem-
na da doprinese plodnom dijalogu izmeðu
Beograda i Prištine u pojedinim oblas-
tima. Na primer, ve} dugo je posve}ena
zaštiti i obnovi kulturnog nasleða na
Kosovu i Metohiji. Takoðe, spremna je da
doprinese pove}awu razumevawa izmeðu
Albanaca i Srba na Kosovu kroz pru`a-
we pomo}i strukturama graðanskog dru-
štva, medijima, inicijativama mladih i
obrazovawu mladih politi~kih lidera.
Sve u svemu, glavni ciq meðunarodne za-
jednice jeste izgradwa na Kosovu multie-
tni~kog društva, zasnovanog na postepe-
noj izgradwi uzajamnog poverewa.

Regionalna politika Bugarske
Vlada Bugarske, s premijerom Simeo-

nom Saks-Koburgom Gotom na ~elu, u vezi
s regionalnom politikom ima dva kqu~-
na prioriteta: evropsku integraciju i
infrastrukturu. Bugarska je 2004. godine
postala punopravna ~lanica NATO-a i
završila je pregovore za ulazak u Evrop-
sku uniju. U~estvovala je u pisawu Nacr-
ta evropskog ustava i wegovom potpisi-
vawu. Sa~uvavši ulogu ~inioca stabil-
nosti, Bugarska je ve} postala i izvoznik
i uvoznik evroatlantske i evropske in-
tegracije. Naime, ve} je direktno poveza-
na sa integracionom politikom koja se
ti~e susednih zemaqa i sa strategijom
NATO-a i EU o proširewu i integraci-
ji zemaqa jugoisto~ne Evrope, što joj na-
me}e nove obaveze i pru`a nove prilike.

Kada je re~ o zemqama zapadnog Bal-
kana, Bugarska veruje da joj je du`nost da
vodi aktivnu politiku, ne samo zbog do-
brosusedskih odnosa ve} i zbog wegovog
lakšeg ulaska u opštu integracionu fi-
lozofiju i praksu. Krajem prošle godine
potpisala je Ugovor o saradwi u sferi
evropske i evroatlantske integracije sa
kolegama iz Makedonije, Albanije, Hr-
vatske i Srbije i Crne Gore. Potraga za
zajedni~kim rešewima neophodna je zbog
zajedni~kih evropskih projekata naših
zemaqa, geoekonomske stvarnosti i mo-
gu}nosti, zbog zajedni~kog interesa u re-
šavawu potencijalnih konflikata u re-
gionu i zbog zajedni~ke odgovornosti s os-

talim evroatlantskim zemqama da se
sa~uvaju regionalna i meðunarodna bezbed-
nost. 

Bugarska smatra da je neophodno da se
preciznije predstave evropska o~eki-
vawa u vezi sa Zapadnim Balkanom, s ob-
zirom na vreme i strukturu, kao i da se na-
vedu raspolo`ivi resursi. Zapadni Bal-
kan bi trebalo da ima stalan podstrek da
napreduje, da uvodi neophodne politi~ke i
ekonomske reforme i da ima jasan ciq
pred sobom, što podrazumeva i ohrabrewe
ako se dostignu evropski kriterijumi. Na
taj na~in bi „investicija poverewa” po-
stala „investicija u bezbednost i prospe-
ritet” Jugoisto~ne Evrope.

Uporedo s veoma aktivnim bilateral-
nim i multilateralnim dijalogom koji vo-
di u regionu i s razvojem direktnih veza
izmeðu ministarstava i kontakata sa
qudima, u spoqnoj regionalnoj politici
Bugarske posebna pa`wa se posve}uje eko-
nomskoj saradwi, kao i razvoju infrastru-
kture. Aktivno se radi na politi~koj
„zaštiti” koridora (saobra}aj, gas, nafta
i komunikacije) u Jugoisto~noj Evropi i
~ine napori da Bugarska razvije i hori-
zontalne i vertikalne „ose”. Obnavqawe
bilateralnih trgovinskih odnosa sa zem-
qama u regionu donelo je pove}awe stope
trgovine od 30 do 50 odsto. Prioritet ima
modernizacija postoje}ih grani~nih pre-
laza sa susednim zemqama i otvarawe no-
vih prelaza. Verujemo da je neophodno da se

poštuje princip „otvorene granice sa
maksimalnim bezbednosnim merama”.

U posledwih nekoliko meseci pa`wa
Bugarske usmerena je na duhovnu i kul-
turnu sferu. Jer, uprkos zajedni~kim
obele`jima jezika, sli~nom na~inu `i-
vota, istorijskom iskustvu i kulturi, qu-
di se na Balkanu meðusobno ne poznaju
dobro. Predrasude iz prošlosti još vi-
še produbquju postoje}e prepreke veza-
ne za infrastrukturu. Stoga Bugarska
`eli da razmeni kulturne centre sa Sr-
bijom i Crnom Gorom.

Bugarska je u maju 2005. organizovala
samit u Varni koji je bio posve}en kulturn-
im koridorima u Jugoisto~noj Evropi.
@eleli smo da poka`emo doprinos balkan-
ske kulture evropskom i svetskom kultur-
nom blagu i da u~inimo sve što je potrebno
da se stvori boqa predstava o regionu. 

Solidarnost na Balkanu – zajedni~ki
napori, ambicije i inicijative, mo`e
umnogome da doprinese dodatnom intere-
sovawu za taj region EU, SAD i ostalih
uticajnih ekonomskih i finansijskih ~i-
nilaca. Dakle, solidarnost Balkana mo`e
da postane najva`niji ~inilac pove}awa
standarda `ivota balkanskih naroda, što
oni, kao Evropqani, i zaslu`uju.

Dr Solomon PASI,
ministar inostranih poslova 
Republike Bugarske
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Mladi su budu}nost Balkana 
The youth is the future of the Balkans
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The Atlantic Treaty Association (ATA)

In the period following the Second
World War, Stalin, the Soviet leader,
threatened the stability of Western

Europe, by moving his massive army into
the Baltics and Eastern Europe and tried to
incorporate Yugoslavia into his orbit.
Thanks to Tito’s policy of building good
relations with the Atlantic Alliance, a part-
nership began with NATO, which, after
the collapse of the Soviet Union and
Warsaw Pact, developed formally into the
Partnership for Peace programme. NATO
introduced this in an attempt to prepare
those former Warsaw Pact nations who
wished to join the most successful alliance
in history involving Europe and North
America. Neutral countries: Sweden,
Switzerland and Austria remained apart.

ATA enjoys close relations with NATO
and its respective governments, including
some financial support and regular brief-
ings on defence and strategic issues.
NATO is both a military and a political
alliance. If the military dimension of secu-
rity was deemed to lose its primacy after
the collapse of the Soviet Union, NATO
still had potential to play a leading role in
European affairs. The main thrust of the
Alliance’s 1990 London Declaration was
to extend the hand of friendship to its for-
mer adversaries in the belief that “in the
new Europe, the security of every state is
inseparably linked to the security of its
neighbours”. Its objective was to promote
stability based on an extensive programme
of dialogue, co-operation and partnership
and to foster relations built on transparen-
cy and trust. As the Western European
post World War Two experience clearly
demonstrated, stability and prosperity
could be achieved through a process of
economic and political reform and inte-
gration into a community of democracies.

As I know from my position as
President of ATA, in officially recognising
the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro at a well attended inaugural
meeting, Council is now one of the most
effective organisations in the Atlantic
Treaty Association. I am confident that if
right policies are pursued membership of
Partnership for Peace beacons followed by
full membership of all Euro-Atlantic insti-
tutions.

Alan Lee WILLIAMS
President of the Atlantic Council 
of the United Kingdom

Atalantis • Number 1 • Spring 200523

True Politics- Fully-Legal Membership in Euro Atlantic InstitutionsAsocijacija atlantskog ugovora

Uperiodu koji je usledio posle Drugog
svetskog rata Staqin, sovjetski vo-
ða, zapretio je stabilnosti Zapadne

Evrope, pomerawem svoje ogromne vojske
na Baltik i na teritoriju Isto~ne Evro-
pe, i pokušao da ukqu~i Jugoslaviju meðu
svoje saveznike. Zahvaquju}i Titovoj po-
litici graðewa dobrih odnosa sa Sever-
noatlantskim savezom, zapo~eto je sa
wim partnerstvo, koje se, posle raspada
Sovjetskog Saveza i Varšavskog pakta,
zvani~no razvilo u Program „Partner-
stvo za mir”. Taj program uveo je NATO u
pokušaju da pripremi bivše zemqe ~la-
nice Varšavskog pakta koje su `elele da
se pridru`e najuspešnijem savezu u isto-
riji kada je re~ o Evropi i Severnoj Ame-
rici. Neutralne zemqe: Švedska, Švaj-
carska i Austrija, ostale su po strani.

Bliski odnosi ATA s NATO-m i vla-
dama dr`ava wegovih ~lanica ukqu~uju
finansijsku pomo} i redovna uputstva u
vezi s odbranom i strateškim pitawima.
Severnoatlantska alijansa je i vojni, i
politi~ki savez. I kada bi aspekt vojne
bezbednosti izgubio va`nost posle ras-
pada Sovjetskog Saveza, NATO bi, ipak,
i daqe imao potencijal za vode}u ulogu u
evropskim dešavawima. Glavna ideja
Londonske deklaracije Alijanse iz 1990.
godine bilo je pru`awe ruke prijateqst-
va bivšim protivnicima, u uverewu da ,,u
novoj Evropi, bezbednost svake zemqe
neraskidivo je povezana sa bezbednoš}u
wenih suseda’’. Wen glavni ciq bilo je
promovisawe stabilnosti, zasnovane na
proširenom programu dijaloga, saradwe
i partnerstva, i negovawe odnosa zasno-
vanih na transparentnosti i poverewu.
Kao što je iskustvo Zapadne Evrope po-
sle Drugog svetskog rata jasno pokazalo,
stabilnost i prosperitet mogu da se ost-
vare kroz proces ekonomske i politi~ke
reforme i integraciju u zajednicu demo-
kratskih zemaqa.

Kako sam saznao, kao predsednik
ATA, na zvani~nom priznawu Atlant-
skog saveta Srbije i Crne Gore, na dobro
pose}enom uvodnom sastanku, Savet je do-
bio epitet jedne od najefekivnijih at-
lantskih organizacija u svetu. Siguran
sam da, ako se nastavi prava politika,
Srbija i Crna Gora mo`e ra~unati na
~lanstvo u „Partnerstvu za mir”, pra}e-
no punopravnim ~lanstvom u svim evro-
atlantskim institucijama.

Alan Li VILIJAMS,
predsednik Atlantskog 
saveta Velike Britanije
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Prava politika – punopravno ~lanstvo u evroatlantskim institucijama

DIJALOG, SARADWA, PARTNERSTVO
Osnovana 1950, Organizacija atlantskog ugovora (The Atlantic Treaty Association – ATA) imala je zadu`ewe 

da podsti~e i koordinira razvoj nacionalnih organizacija da bi se na jednostavan na~in objasnili razlozi 
za postojawe NATO-a u tim zemqama.

DIALOGUE, COOPERATION, PARTNERSHIP
Established in 1950, the ATA was responsible for achieving and coordinating the development of national 
organisations to explain in simple terms the reasons of existence of NATO 
in the respective countries.

Alan Li Vilijams (u sredini desno) sa mladima Atlanskog saveta SCG
Foto arhiva Atlanskog saveza SCG

Alan Lee Williams (center – right) with the Youth Organization of the Atlantic Council of
Serbia and Montenegro Photo-archive of the Atlantic Council SM
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Norway is the northernmost country in
the world. Norway is also a highly
developed, industrial country with an

open, export-oriented economy. Listed as
one of the richest countries in the world, it

has also achieved top-rankings with regard
to standard of living, life expectancy, overall
health and housing standards. Norway is not
a member of the European Union (EU), but
participates in the EU common market as a
signatory to the European Economic Area
(EEA) Agreement between the countries of
the EU and the European Free Trade
Association (EFTA). 

Norway is a monarchy situated in
Northern Europe.

The Kingdom of Norway consists of the
western and northern parts of the
Scandinavian peninsula as well as the north-
ern territories of Jan Mayen and the Svalbard
archipelago, and Bouvet Island, Peter I
Island, and Queen Maud Land in the south-
ern hemisphere. Europe’s sixth largest coun-
try in terms of land mass, Norway is sparse-
ly populated and ranks only 28th in terms of
population. The length of Norway’s main-
land coast, including fjords and bays,
exceeds 20 000 km. To the east, Norway
shares borders with Sweden, Finland and
Russia, and to the north, west and south the
country is surrounded by ocean areas. These
include the Barents Sea, the Norwegian Sea,
the North Sea and the Skagerrak.

Given Norway’s extreme northerly posi-
tion, its mainland climate is surprisingly
mild. The lowest minimum temperature
recorded is -51°C in Karasjok in northern
Norway. The average annual temperature
swings from some 8°C along the western
coast to below freezing in the mountains.
The coldest months of the year are January
and February and the warmest time in the

inland areas is mid-July.   
The Norwegian economy is generally

characterized as a mixed economy – a capi-
talist market economy with a clear compo-
nent of state influence. Statoil (the

Norwegian state-owned oil company) occu-
pies a dominant position in Norway’s subsea
oil industry, as well as in the petro-chemical,
oil refining and oil marketing industries.
Agriculture and fisheries are in private
hands, apart from the approximately ten per
cent of productive forestry land owned by
the state. Within banking, there are state
banks for the most important industries
(agriculture, fisheries, heavy industry) for
the municipalities, for regional development,
for housing and for education. The state has
been a significant owner of hydropower sta-
tions and electricity plants. Although the
state has a monopoly on railways and the
postal service, the state-owned companies
that have been established have been granted
freer rein, which in turn implies that they are
increasingly exposed to competitive forces. 

The year 2005 marks the centennial
anniversary of the peaceful dissolution of the
union between Sweden and Norway. The
end of the union between Sweden and
Norway in 1905 is one of very few examples
of a peaceful dissolution of a union in the
twentieth century. However, it was accompa-
nied by military moves, and there was
always the threat of war looming in the
background. During the course of summer
and autumn 1905, Sweden and Norway
made quite extensive preparations for war.
In both countries, there were small, but
extreme groups that were willing to go to
war for the sake of their national pride. The
atmosphere was extremely tense and
volatile, and there was something of an arms
race on both sides, which could easily have
led to a war between Norway and Sweden in
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Kraqevina Norveška, konstitutivna
monarhija na severu Evrope, jedna je
od najbogatijih zemaqa sveta. To je

zemqa sa najdu`im qudskim vekom, najbo-
qim standardom, zdravstvom i stambenim
sistemom, veoma razvijenom industrijom
i otvorenom ekonomijom, usmerenom na
izvoz. Norveška nije ~lanica Evropske
unije (EU), ali u~estvuje na wenom zajed-
ni~kom tr`ištu kao potpisnik Dogovo-
ra o evropskoj ekonomskoj zoni (EEA) ze-
maqa EU i Evropskog udru`ewa za slo-
bodnu trgovinu (EFTA). 

Norveška je po veli~ini šesta zem-
qa u Evropi, ali je po naseqenosti na 28.
mestu. S obzirom na polo`aj, ima izne-
naðuju}e blagu klimu. Najni`a temper-
atura dosti`e -51°S, dok prose~na
godišwa temperatura varira od 8°S du`
zapadne obale do ispod nule na planina-
ma. Najhladniji meseci u godini su januar
i februar, a najtoplije vreme u unutraš-
wosti je sredinom jula. 

Privreda Norveške je kombinovana
– kapitalisti~ka tr`išna ekonomija s
jasnom komponentom dr`avnog uticaja.
„STATOIL” (norveška dr`avna naft-
na kompanija) ima dominantno mesto u
norveškoj podvodnoj i petrohemijskoj
industriji, kao i u preradi i na tr`i-
štu nafte. Poqoprivreda i ribolov su
privatizovani, osim 10 odsto produk-
tivnog šumskog zemqišta koje je u vlas-
ništvu dr`ave. U bankarskom sektoru
postoje dr`avne banke za najva`nije gra-
ne industrije (poqoprivreda, ribolov,
teška industrija), opštine, regionalni
razvoj, stambeni sistem i obrazovawe.
Dr`ava poseduje veliki deo hidroelek-
trana i elektri~nih postrojewa. Iako
ima monopol na `eleznicu i poštanske
usluge, te dr`avne kompanije imaju slo-
bodnija ovlaš}ewa, pa je pove}ana kon-
kurencija. 

Godine 2005. obele`ava se stogodiš-
wica od mirnog raspuštawa unije Šved-
ske i Norveške. Wihov razlaz, 1905. go-
dine, jedan je od malobrojnih primera
mirnog razlaza u 20. veku. Iako je taj raz-
laz pra}en pokretawima vojske i opas-
noš}u od rata, politi~ki ~inioci su
našli na~in za mirno rešewe. U stvari,
švedsko-norveška unija je bila labava:
~lanice su bile umnogome samostalne.
Glavni razlog za uniju bila je zajedni~ka
odbrana, dok su unutrašwe poslove, trgo-
vinu, industriju i kulturu susedi samo-
stalno organizovali. 

Politi~ki sistem 
U Norveškoj,  sa kraqem kao poglava-

rom, i Stortingom (Narodna skupština
Norveške), kao vrhovnim zakonodavnim
telom, zvani~na crkva je Protestantska
dr`avna crkva. Za kraqevsku porodicu je
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Kraqevina Norveška

TOPLOTA SEVERA
Jedna od najbogatijih zemaqa sveta:  šesta po veli~ini, 28. po naseqenosti. Ove godine obele`ava se sto-

godišwica mirnog raspuštawa unije Švedske i Norveške. U multidimenzionalnom partijskom sistemu 27
stranaka. ^lanica NATO-a, ali ne i EU. Buyet odbrane iznosi 3,8 milijardi dolara.

OSNOVNI PODACI O NORVEŠKOJ 
Monarh: Wegovo kraqevsko veli~anstvo kraq Harald À od Norveške 
Predsednik Vlade: Kjel Magne Bondevik
Površina: 386.958 km2

Populacija (2002): 4.525.000 stanovnika
Stanovnika po km2: 11,7 stanovnika
Glavni grad: Oslo
Jezik: norveški (bokmel i ninorsk) i u nekim delovima sami
Veroispovest: evanðelisti~ko-luteranska (Crkva Norveške)
BDP (milion $, 2001): 152.049 $
BDP (po stanovniku $): 30.800 $
Valuta: 1 kruna = 0,109 €
Rast stanovništva (1995- 2000): 0,6 ‰
Prose~ni `ivotni vek (2000): 79 godina

BASIC FACTS ON NORWAY
Head of State: His Majesty King Harald V of Norway
Head of Government: Prime Minister Kjell Magne Bondevik 
Area: 386.958 km2
Population (2002): 4.525.000
Population per km2: 11.7
Capital city: Oslo 
Language: Norwegian (Bokmål and Nynorsk) 

(In some districts, Sámi is also an official language) 
State Church: Church of Norway (Evangelical Lutheran)
GDP (mill. USD, 2001): 152.049 
GDP (per capita USD) : 30.800
Currency: 1 Krone = 0,109 € 
Constitution Day: 17 May 
Population growth (1995-2000): 0.6 ‰
Average life expectancy (2000): 79 years

NORTHERN WARMTH
One of the wealthiest countries in the world: sixth by size, 28th by population.  This year marks the 100 year anniver-
sary of the peaceful dissolution of the union of Sweden and Norway.  In the multidimensional party system there are
27 parties. Norway is a NATO member, but is not in the EU. Their defense system budget is 3,8 billion dollars.
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the worst case scenario. A violent solution to
the conflict would have had to have been
either dictated by ultra-nationalistic and
heroic motives, or caused by an accident or
misunderstandings during the military build-
up. There were no other motives for a war.
Structural and political factors pointed
towards an amicable solution. The Swedish-
Norwegian union was a loose union. The
countries were autonomous in most respects.
The main purpose of the union was common
defence, but there was no shared defence
organisation. In terms of internal affairs,
trade and industry, and culture, Sweden and
Norway were independent neighbours. 

Political System
Norway has an official Protestant State

Church based on the Evangelical-Lutheran
religion. Although there is no separation of
Church and State, all inhabitants have the
right to exercise their religion freely in
accordance with a 1964 amendment to the
Constitution. Nine out of ten ethnic
Norwegians are members of the State
Church of Norway. Norwegian religious
expression is largely private; whereas most
individuals state that religion is important to
them, this is not generally expressed through
active religious participation in organized
communities. While roughly 88% of the
population belong to the Church of Norway,
only 10% attend church services or other
Christianity-related meetings more than
once a month. Some 5.9% of the population
are members of other religious communities,
while 6.2% do not belong to any religious
community at all.

The Church of Norway is a Protestant
state church, headed by the King of Norway,

with the Storting as the supreme legislative
body. The Royal Family is obligated to prac-
tise the Evangelical-Lutheran religion. In
practical terms, it is the King in Council that
is responsible for the overall government
control of the Church. The Ministry of
Cultural and Church Affairs has been given
the administrative responsibility while the
Storting (Norwegian national assembly) is in
charge of adopting church-related legislation
and budgets. All bishops and deans are
appointed by the Government. The top
ecclesiastical body is the General Synod.

Norway has a multi-dimensional party
system. The most important of these is the
left-right dimension, where the parties are
distributed along an axis according to their
concern with equitable distribution and pub-
lic planning and control. To the left are the
socialist parties, such as the Social Left Party
and the Labour Party. Furthest to the right
are the Party of Progress and the
Conservative Party. The Centre Party, the
Christian Democratic Party and the Liberal
Party are found in the middle of the left-right
axis. Norway has twenty seven political par-
ties. The Storting (Norwegian national
assembly) has served as the highest political
body in Norway since the introduction of
Parliamentarianism in 1884. Elections to the
Storting are held every fourth year, and man-
dates are distributed according to a system of
proportional representation. The Govern-
ment is selected on behalf of the King from
within the Storting. The Government serves
as the executive power. Its most important
functions are to submit bills and budget pro-
posals to the Storting (Norwegian national
assembly) and implement decisions through
the Ministries. The Government is derived
from the Storting and is headed by the Prime

Minister. Formally speaking, it is the King
who asks the majority party to form a gov-
ernment or a viable coalition. 

Government decisions are formally taken
by the King in Council (that is, jointly
approved by the King and the Council of
State) every Friday. All Royal Decrees must
be signed by the King and countersigned by
the Prime Minister. 

Both formally and in real terms, the
Norwegian Government, especially the
Prime Minister, has less power than in many
other Western countries. Traditionally, the
Prime Minister, the Minister of Foreign
Affairs and the Minister of Finance comprise
the highest-status Government positions. 

Defence System of the Country
Norway has been a member of NATO

since the inception of the military-security
alliance.  The defence budget for 2005 is 3,
844.7 million dollars, which amounts to
1.84% of Norway’s GDP.

The Ministry of Defence is a political and
administrative institution. It is thus both a
part of the apparatus of political government
and a part of the administrative system.

The Defence Minister is a member of the
government and the overall head of the Min-
istry. Directly subordinate to the Minister is
the State Secretary. The Ministry’s most sen-
ior permanent civil servant is the Secretary
General. The Chief of Defence exercises his
role as the Defence Minister’s top military
adviser and his strategic functions are now
integrated within the Ministry. The Ministry
of Defence is organised in five departments
with a total staff of about 300. There are both
civil and military posts at all levels within
the Ministry.
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obavezna evangelisti~ko-luteranska ve-
roispovest. U praksi, kraq je odgovoran
za sveobuhvatnu kontrolu vlasti u Cr-
kvi, ministar kulture i vera ima admin-
istrativnu odgovornost, dok Storting
usvaja zakone i buyet za Crkvu. Vlada bi-
ra sve biskupe i propovednike. Vrhovno
crkveno telo je Opšti sinod. Iako cr-
kva i dr`ava nisu odvojene, svaki graða-
nin ima pravo na slobodu veroispovesti.
Devet od deset Norve`ana starosedelaca
~lanovi su dr`avne crkve Norveške. 

Norveška ima multidimenzionalni
sistem partija. Najva`nija je levi~ar-
sko-desni~arska dimenzija u kojoj su par-
tije rasporeðane po osi shodno svom pro-
gramu o pravi~noj raspodeli i javnom
planirawu i kontroli. Levo su socijali-
sti~ke partije, kao što su Socijalisti-
~ka levi~arska partija i Radni~ka par-
tija. U sredini su Centralna partija,
Hriš}anska demokaratska partija i
Liberalna partija. U ovoj zemqi postoji
27 politi~kih partija. Storting je najvi-
še politi~ko telo u Norveškoj od
pojave parlamentarizma 1884. godine. Iz-
bori za Storting se odr`avaju svake ~e-
tvrte godine, a mandati se rasporeðuju po
sistemu proporcionalnog predstavqawa. 

Vlada ima izvršnu vlast, a weni ~la-
novi se biraju od ~lanova Stortinga.
Najva`nije funkcije su joj davawe nacrta
zakona i buyetskih predloga na razma-
trawe Stortingu, kao i sprovoðewe od-
luka preko svojih ministarstava. Vladu
predvodi premijer. Formalno, kraq tra-
`i od ve}inske partije da formira vladu
ili sposobnu koaliciju, i svakog petka
razmatra odluke Vlade u Savetu, tj., odlu-
ke odobravaju zajedno kraq i Dr`avni
savet. Kraq i premijer potpisuju sve kra-
qevske dekrete. 

Norveška vlada i premijer – i for-
malno, i stvarno – imaju mawe mo}i nego
vlade i premijeri u mnogim drugim zapad-
nim zemqama. Prema tradiciji, premi-
jer, ministar spoqnih poslova i min-
istar ekonomije imaju najviši status u
Vladi. 

Odbrana zemqe
Norveška je ~lanica NATO-a od os-

nivawa tog vojno-bezbednosnog saveza.
Buyet odbrane iznosi 3.844,7 miliona do-
lara (za 2005), a to ~ini 1,84 odsto BNP
Norveške.

Ministarstvo odbrane je politi~ka i
administrativna institucija. Shodno to-
me, ono je i deo politi~kog aparata i ad-
ministrativnog sistema. Ministar od-
brane je ~lan Vlade i nalazi se na ~elu
Ministarstva. Direktno mu je podreðen
dr`avni sekretar, a wegov najviši stalni
dr`avni slu`benik je generalni sekre-
tar. Ministrov glavni vojni savetnik je
šef odbrane, ~ije su strateške funkcije
sada integrisane u Ministarstvo. Mini-
starstvo odbrane se sastoji od pet odeqe-
wa sa 300 zaposlenih, i svi wegovi nivoi
imaju i civilna i vojna radna mesta. 
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NORWAY’S ARMED FORCES
Ground Forces 
Personnel: approximately 7 000 people
On mobilization, approximately 9 500 

people

OPERATIONAL CAPABILITIES
– A mobile tactical land command (6th

Division) 
– One independent mechanised brigade

(Brig 6)* 
– ISTAR battalion representing the core

in a joint operative ISTAR unit 
– H M The King’s Guard 
– Border Guard 
– Norwegian Army Special Operations

Commando

RESOURCES
– 52 Main Battle Tanks, type Leopard 2

A4NO (120mm) and 62 Leopard 1
A5NO (105mm) 

– 104 Armoured Infantry Fighting
Vehicles, type CV 9030 

– 500 Armoured Personnel Carriers, type
M-113 (various versions) and 74 type
SISU/PASI 

– 36 artillery pieces, type M 109 A3GN
and 12 type MLRS 

– 24 anti-tank weapons, type TOW, 100
type ERYX and a large number of
M72 

– 36 mortars, type 81 mm BK

The Norwegian Navy

Personnel: approximately 5 000 people
On mobilization, approximately 6 000

people

OPERATIONAL CAPABILITIES:
Commander Norwegian Task Group

(Command and Staff element) lead multina-
tional maritime operations in and outside
Norway

– 3 Oslo Class frigates 
– 6 Ula Class submarines 
– 14 Hauk Class MTBs 
– 1 Skjold Class MTB 
– 4 Oksøy Class minehunter 
– 2 Alta Class minesweepers 
– 1 Vidar Class minelayer as a logistics

vessel 
– Norwegian Naval Special Operations

Commando 
– Mine Clearance Command 
– Coastal Ranger Command 
– HNoMS Horten as a support vessel 
– A small number of other support ves-

sels including HNoMS TYR and
HNoMS Valkyrien

The Norwegian Air Force

Personnel approximately 2 000 people
On mobilization, approximately 15 000

people

RESOURCES
– 57 F-16 combat aircraft
– 12 Sea King Search and Rescue (SAR)

helicopters 
– 6 P-3 Orion maritime patrol aircraft 
– 6 C-130 Hercules transport aircraft 
– 6 Lynx helicopters 
– 18 Bell 412 helicopters 
– 3 DA-20 Jet Falcon 
– 15 Saab Safari aircrew training aircraft

The Norwegian Home Guard

Personnel for rapid reaction forces: 
5 000 people

Forces for logistical support: 25 000
people

Reinforcement forces: 20 000 people
Reserve: 33 000 people

The Home Guard will consist of flexible
and mobile forces and represents the territo-
rial land defiance. It secures the total
defense’s ability to secure national forces, to
receive allied reinforcements; it is responsi-
ble of the surveillance of Norwegian territo-
ry through strengthened border guard, and
other types of force protection.

According to the Norwegian Constitu-
tion, all male citizens are bound to serve in
the defense of their country if found fit to do
so. Liability to military service starts at the
age of 19, and lasts until the end of the year
in which the person reaches 44 years of age.
The service includes a period of initial serv-
ice, refresher training, and possible addition-
al service in peacetime. In addition, there is
an obligation to serve if the Armed Forces is
placed on a war footing. Initial service varies
from 12 months in the Navy, Air Force and
Army to 6 months in the Home Guard.
Conscientious objectors may seek to be
exempted and to do civil service instead.
Even though the quantitative requirements
for conscripts may be reduced, it is more
import than ever to attract able and well-
motivated young people to undergo initial
military service. The highest priority will be
given to the recruiting of the most suitable
and best motivated young men and women
both for initial military service, for regular
service on contact and as either Subaltern or
full career officers. The National Service
Administration is located at Hamar and cov-
ers all service branches. Its tasks include ini-
tial testing, post allocation and call-up for
initial service. The National Service
Administration is also responsible for
refresher service, registration and mobiliza-
tion in the Armed Forces.

M. ILIC
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ORU@ANE SNAGE NORVEŠKE
Kopnena vojska
Osobqe: oko 7.000 qudi
Za mobilizaciju: oko 9.500 qudi

Operativne sposobnosti:
– Mobilna takti~ka kopnena komanda

(6. divizija),
– Nezavisna mehanizovana brigada,
– Bataqon ISTAR kao jezgro zajed-

ni~ke operativne jedinice ISTAR,
– Kraqevska garda,
– Grani~na stra`a,
– Norveški komandosi za specijalne

vojne operacije. 

Sredstva:
– 52 borbena tenka tipa Leopard 2

A4NO, (120 mm) i 62 Leopard 1 A5NO
(105 mm),

– 104 naoru`ana pešadijaska borbena
vozila tipa CV 9030,

– 500 naoru`anih transportera tipa
M-113 (razne verzije) i 74 trans-
portera tipa SISU/PASI,

– 36 artiqerijskih oruða tipa M 109
A3GN i 12 art. oruða tipa MLRS, 

– 24 protivtenkovska oruða tipa
TOW, 100 komada tipa ERYX i veli-
ki broj M72, 

– 36 minobaca~a tipa BK 81 mm.

Mornarica

Osobqe: oko 5.000 qudi
Za mobilizaciju: oko 6.000 qudi

Operativne sposobnosti:
– Norveška komandna operativna gru-

pa (komanda i osobqe) vodi multinacio-
nalne pomorske operacije u Norveškoj i
izvan we.

– Norveški komandosi za specijalne
operacije,

– Komanda za ~iš}ewe mina,
– Obalska renyerska komanda,

Sredstva:
– 3 fregate klase ”Oslo”,
– 6 podmornica klase ”Ula”, 
– 14 MTB klase ”Hauk”,
– MTB klase ”Skjold”,
– 4 minolovca klase ”Oksoy”,
– 2 minolovca klase ”Alta”,
– minopolaga~ kao logisti~ko plovi-

lo klase ”Vidar”, 
– HnoMS ”Horten” kao plovilo za

podršku,
– Mali broj ostalih plovila za

podršku, ukqu~uju}i HnoMS TYR i
HnoMS ”Vlkirien”.

Vazduhoplovstvo

Osobqe: oko 2.000 qudi
Za mobilizaciju: oko 15.000 qudi

Sredstva:
– 57 borbenih aviona tipa F-16,
– 12 helikoptera za pretragu i

spasavawe (SAR) tipa ”Sea King”, 
– 6 pomorskih patrolnih aviona tipa

R-3 ”Orion”, 
– 6 transportnih aviona tipa C-130

”Herkules”,
– 6 helikoptera „Lynx”,
– 18 helikoptera tipa ”Bell” 412,
– 3 aviona DA-20 ”Jet Falcon”, 
– 15 aviona za obuku posade tipa ”Saab

Safari”.

Nacionalna garda

Snage za brzo reagovawe 5.000 
qudi

Snage za logisti~ku podršku 25.000
qudi

Snage za poja~awe 20.000 qudi
Rezerva 33.000 qudi

Nacionalna garda se sastoji od flek-
sibilnih i mobilnih snaga i ~ini terito-
rijalnu kopnenu odbranu. Ona osigurava

potpunu sposobnost odbrane da obezbedi
nacionalne snage i primi savezni~ko po-
ja~awe, i odgovorna je za nadgledawe nor-
veške teritorije kroz poja~anu grani~nu
stra`u i druge vrste zaštite snaga.

Prema norveškom ustavu, svi sposob-
ni muškarci su du`ni da brane svoju zem-
qu. Obaveza za slu`ewe vojnog roka po-
~iwe sa 19 godina i traje do kraja godine
u kojoj osoba puni 44 godine `ivota. Slu-
`ewe obuhvata period po~etnog slu`e-
wa, usavršavawe i mogu}e dodatno slu-
`ewe u miru. Uz to, postoji i obaveza
slu`ewa kada je vojska u ratnom stawu.
Po~etno slu`ewe varira od 12 meseci u
Mornarici, Vazduhoplovstvu i Kopne-
nim snagama do šest meseci u Nacional-
noj gardi.

M. ILI]
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H.E. Hans Ola Urstad, Ambassador of the
Kingdom of Norway to Serbia and
Montenegro

PATIENCE IS
NECESSARY
Transition requires time, and many people
in Serbia and Montenegro are in a worse
situation than they were before. That is a
result of the complete democratic 
movement, but I am optimistic.

• What is the length of your mandate
in our country?
– My term of duty as Ambassador of

Norway is between four and five years.
Considering I have already been here for
over four years, I will be completing my
stay in Serbia and Montenegro some time
this autumn.

• What is your opinion of our city and
country?
– In general, the political and economic

development of Serbia and Montenegro
during this period was positive.  However,
transition requires time, and many people
are living in worse conditions than earlier.
The impatience of the citizens is under-
standable and represents an effect of the
complete democratic movement.  In terms
of the future, I am definitely optimistic
about Serbia and Montenegro, provided
that democratic forces continue to govern
the country.

• How do you see the relations
between our two countries (in eco-
nomic, political, and cultural terms)?
– The relations between Norway and

Serbia and Montenegro are excellent, how-
ever, economic cooperation is still at a low
level.  I am afraid that the old and very
negative image of the Milosevic era still
exists which keeps Norwegian business
people and investors away.  This is, of
course, marks a misunderstanding of the
present situation, and we are doing all we
can to change it.  In the cultural sector, we
have extensive programs in both direc-
tions, and in all cultural fields.  In my opin-
ion, most important of all is the large num-
ber of Norwegian books which are trans-
lated into Serbian each year. 

• What is your opinion on the current
status of our country on the path
towards Euro Atlantic integration?
– As the NATO Contact Embassy in

Serbia and Montenegro, every day we are

working on facilitating the closest possible
cooperation with Euro-Atlantic structures.
However, in spite of clear improvements
regarding Serbia and Montenegro’s obliga-
tions to ICTY, we are still waiting for the
remaining indictees to turn themselves
over and no longer be traitors of their own
country.

• Do you believe that Serbia and
Montenegro will be able to contribute
to the “Partnership for Peace” pro-
gram with its membership, and if so, in
which way?
I believe that Serbia and Montenegro

will definitely make a positive contribu-

tion to the “Partnership for Peace” by play-
ing an active role and using the resources
which it offers.  We will do all in our power
to assist in achieving this goal.

• What is your message to the citizens
of Serbia and Montenegro?
– Patience is, unfortunately, still need-

ed.  You are on the right path, there is no
doubt about it, but it will still take a lot of
time to reach a well-deserved high stan-
dard of living. The average period of tran-
sition for Eastern European countries is 12
– 15 years, but only 4 years have passed
here thus far.

M. I.
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Predstavqamo

W.E. Hans Ola Urstad, ambasador
Kraqevine Norveške u Srbiji i

Crnoj Gori

NEOPHODNO JE
STRPQEWE

Za tranziciju treba vremena, i mnogi
qudi u vašoj zemqi sada su u goroj

situaciji nego što su bili ranije. To
je izazov za celokupan demokratski

pokret, ali ja sam optimista.

• Koliko traje Vaš mandat u našoj
zemqi? 
– Moj mandat kao ambasadora Norve-

ške u SCG traje izme|u ~etiri i pet go-
dina. Budu}i da sam ovde du`e od ~etiri
godine, moj boravak u Beogradu }e se zavr-
šiti negde u jesen 2005. godine.

• Šta mislite o našem gradu i
zemqi?
– Uopšte gledano, politi~ki i eko-

nomski razvoj SCG u ovom periodu bio je
pozitivan. Me|utim, za tranziciju treba
vremena, i mnogi qudi su u goroj situaci-
ji nego što su bili, pa je nestrpqewe sta-
novništva razumqivo i predstavqa iza-
zov za celokupan demokratski pokret.
Kada je re~ o budu}nosti, ja sam defini-

tivno optimista u vezi sa SCG, pod uslo-
vom da demokratske snage nastave da vode
zemqu.

• Kako vidite odnose izme|u naše dve
zemqe (ekonomske, politi~ke i kul-
turne)?
– Odnosi izme|u Norveške i Srbije i

Crne Gore su odli~ni, ali ekonomska sa-
radwa je još uvek na niskom nivou. Bojim
se da stara i veoma loša predstava o zem-
qi iz Miloševi}evog doba još uvek pos-
toji i da dr`i podaqe poslovne qude i
investitore iz Norveške. To zna~i, na-
ravno, nerazumevawe trenutne situacije
i mi ~inimo sve što je u našoj mo}i da to
promenimo. Kada je re~ o kulturi, imamo
razvijene programe, koji se odvijaju u oba

pravca i na svim kulturnim poqima. Naj-
va`nije od svega je, po mom mišqewu, to
što se svake godine veliki broj nor-
veških kwiga prevodi na srpski jezik.

• Kakvo je Vaše mišqewe o sadaš-
wem statusu naše zemqe na putu ka
evroatlantskim integracijama?
– Kao kontaktna ambasada NATO-a u

SCG radimo svakoga dana na tome da po-
mognemo da do|e do najbli`e mogu}e sa-
radwe sa evroatlantskim strukturama.
Ali, uprkos jasnom poboqšawu, koje se
odnosi na obaveze SCG prema Me|unaro-
dnom krivi~nom tribunalu za bivšu Ju-
goslaviju, još uvek ~ekamo da se preosta-
li optu`enici predaju i prestanu da budu
izdajice sopstvene zemqe.

• Mislite li da SCG svojim ~lan-
stvom mo`e da doprinese Programu
„Partnerstvo za mir” i na koji na-
~in?
– Mislim da }e SCG definitivno po-

zitivno doprineti „Partnerstvu za mir”
igrawem aktivne uloge i korištewem
svih mogu}nosti koje ono pru`a. A mi }e-
mo u~initi sve što je u našoj mo}i da po-
mognemo.

• Šta biste poru~ili stanovniš-
tvu SCG?
– Strpqewe je, na `alost, još uvek ne-

ophodno. Vi ste na pravom putu, nema sum-
we, ali još uvek treba mnogo vremena za
dostizawe visokog `ivotnog standarda
kakav zaista zaslu`ujete. Prose~an peri-
od tranzicije za zemqe isto~ne Evrope je
12–15 godina, a ovde su prošle tek ~etiri
godine.

M. I.
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Srbija i Crna Gora U susret re{avawu statusa Kosova i Metohije

In our political culture, a certain viewpoint
that the issue of Kosovo is either the
question of total unity or partial amputa-

tion has become enrooted. This is the mis-
fortunate dimension of Serbian policy,
characteristic of politically undeveloped
nations who do everything hastily. It is,
actually, highlanders’ vision of policy as
overpowering of our epic heritage (also
familiar to Albanian political mentality)
which is absolutely inappropriate for mod-
ern age of complex multilateral diplomacy.
To conduct accountable  national policy, we
need much persistence, responsibility, sys-
tematic work and self-confidence. Serbia
cannot be led by those who do not believe
in it. 

Very encouraging are consensus about
Kosovo on state level and the formula
“more than autonomy, less than independ-
ence”, as the main pillar of common state
strategy, inaugurated by Mr. Boris Tadic.
The second important factor of commonly
acceptable solution for the issue of Kosovo
is wide-scope decentralization, primarily to
additionally protect severely endangered
Serbian community. We expect to begin
solving this issue as soon as possible. There
are also more and more serious reasons for
international community to slow the rush
for deciding the future status of Kosovo. 

SERBIA’S FIRST 
CONSTRUCTIVE STEP
FORWARD
The balance of power in Serbia and

Montenegro is somewhat changed in favor
of Serbia which became the center of stabil-
ity and reliable cooperation with the inter-
national community. Kosovo is still the
dark zone of renewed bloody conflicts
between local, and now only Albanian,
political elite. However, what is bad for
Kosovo is bad for Serbia. Together, they are
an organic totality connected by tight links
in spite of great differences in mentalities,
continual conflicts and adverse aspirations.
It is also the area claimed by both Serbs and
Albanians. This reality we should consider,
while defining our positions about the

future of the province. It is Serbia’s obliga-
tion to protect, in long term and regardless
of seemingly unsolvable conflicts, the inter-
ests of its citizens in the Province of
Kosovo – Albanians, Serbs and other ethnic
minorities. Our responsibility is not only
national but, above all, governmental. 

Belgrade has already made one very
constructive step formed by the formula
“more than autonomy, less than independ-
ence”, as the scope for the establishment of
new pattern for Serbs and Albanians’ life
together and altering of relations between
Kosovo and the rest of Serbia. The inde-
pendence of Kosovo in any form (delayed,
controlled, conditional, partial etc.), is
absolutely unacceptable for Serbia. The rea-
son lies, not as much as in endangering vital
interests of Serbia, but in the fact that
Serbia with Montenegro, as a responsible
member of the international community,
cannot accept dangerous precedents with
far-reaching consequences. 

The first reason is the regional domino-
effect, containable in short term, but
unavoidable in long term, and the one we
all in this part of the Balkans fear of with
reason. The second reason is changing
internationally accepted frontiers in
Europe, within the state which is neither
established like USSR or SFRY, nor is the
result of direct historic compromise as in
Czechoslovakia. The independence of
Kosovo would not only be the violation of
UN Charter, universal international order
and final Helsinki Act from 1975, but the
dangerous precedent which would encour-
age all other aggressive separatist move-
ments in both Europe and Euro-Asia.
Except Albania, no Balkan country sup-
ports the independence of Kosovo. On the
contrary, there is a unison concern of our
neighbors that any kind of independence of
Kosovo would, in long term, disturb stabil-
ity and European future of Western
Balkans. The international community is
familiar with this problem, although, due to
other current priorities, it is not aware of its
dangerous elements or the series of consec-
utive and long-term consequences for the
region. In Kosovo and Metohija, in spite of
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ZA UZAJAMNO PRIHVATQIVO 
I USAGLA[ENO RE[EWE

Odnos snaga je, donekle, promewen – Srbija je postala sto`er stabilnosti
i pouzdane saradwe s meðunarodnom zajednicom. Suštinska 

decentralizacija je va`an ~inilac sveobuhvatnog rešavawa kosovskog
pitawa. Strategija Beograda „više od autonomije, mawe od nezavisnosti”

okvir je za uspostavqawe novog modela sa`ivota Srba i Albanaca i
preureðewe odnosa Kosova prema ostatku Srbije. Postoje sve ozbiqniji

razlozi da meðunarodna zajednica prestane s velikom `urbom u odreðivawu
budu}eg statusa Pokrajine.

Unašoj politi~koj kulturi uvre`ilo
se gledište da je kosovsko pitawe
ili problem potpunog sjediwewa ili

delimi~ne amputacije. To je ona nesre}na
dimenzija srpske politike, karakteri-
sti~na za politi~ki nerazvijene narode
koji sve lome preko kolena, a koja je, za-
pravo, goršta~ka vizija politike kao
nadja~avawa iz našeg epskog nasleða
(bliska, uostalom, i albanskom politi~-
kom mentalitetu), apsolutno nepriklad-
na za savremeno doba slo`ene, multila-
teralne diplomatije. U voðewu nacio-
nalne politike potrebno nam je mnogo
istrajnosti, odgovornosti, sistemati~-
nosti, a zatim i samopouzdawa. Srbiju ne
mogu da vode oni koji u wu ne veruju. 

Posebno ohrabruje to što je o Kosovu
uspostavqen konsenzus na dr`avnom ni-
vou, da je formula „više od autonomije,
mawe od nezavisnosti”, koju je inaguri-
sao predsednik Srbije Boris Tadi}, po-
stala nose}i stub celokupne dr`avne
strategije. Drugi va`an ~inilac sveobu-
hvatnog rešavawa kosovskog pitawa je
suštinska decentralizacija, pre svega
radi zaštite teško ugro`ene srpske za-
jednice, i to }e pitawe, o~ekujemo, po~e-
ti da se rešava u najskorijem roku. Ta-
koðe, postoje sve ozbiqniji razlozi da
meðunarodna zajednica prestane s veli-
kom `urbom kada je u pitawu odreðivawe
budu}eg statusa Pokrajine.

PRVI KONSTRUKTIVNI 
ISKORAK SRBIJE
Odnos snaga na prostoru Srbije i Cr-

ne Gore je sada donekle promewen, i to
tako što je Srbija postala sto`er sta-
bilnosti i pouzdane saradwe s meðuna-
rodnom zajednicom, dok je Kosovo opet je-
dan tamni balkanski vilajet u kojem se
obnavqaju krvavi obra~uni meðu lokal-
nim, sada samo albanskim politi~kim
elitama. Meðutim, sve što je loše za Ko-
sovo, loše je i za Srbiju. Uzeti zajedno,
oni su ipak jedna organska celina i, upr-
kos velikim razlikama u mentalitetu,
hroni~nim sukobima i opre~nim poli-
ti~kim te`wama, povezuju ih mnoge
teško raskidive niti. To je, takoðe, pro-

stor na koji pola`u pravo i Srbi i Al-
banci. To je realnost koju treba uvek ima-
ti u vidu prilikom definisawa naših
stavova o budu}nosti Pokrajine. Srbija
je du`na da, bez obzira na naizgled nepre-
mostive sukobe, dugoro~no zaštiti inte-
rese svih svojih graðana u Pokrajini, i
Albanaca i Srba i ostalih mawina.
Naša odgovornost nije samo nacionalna,
nego je, iznad svega, dr`avna.

Srpska strana je ve} napravila jedan
veoma konstruktivni korak, uobli~en
formulom „više od autonomije, mawe od
nezavisnosti” kao okvirom za uspostav-
qawe novog modela sa`ivota Srba i Al-
banaca i preureðewe odnosa Kosova pre-
ma ostatku Srbije. Za Srbiju je nezavi-
snost Kosova u bilo kakvom obliku (od-
lo`ena, kontrolisana, uslovna, delimi~-
na itd.) apsolutno neprihvatqiva, ne za-
to što se time ugro`avaju samo vitalni
interesi Srbije nego i zato što Srbija
sa Crnom Gorom, kao odgovorna ~lanica
meðunarodne zajednice, ne mo`e da pri-
stane na opasne presedane s dalekose`no
katastrofalnim posledicama. 

Prvi efekat koji je kratkoro~no sa-
vladiv, ali dugoro~no neizbe`an, a kojeg
se, s razlogom, svi pribojavaju, jeste regi-
onalni domino-efekat. Drugi je prekra-
jawe meðunarodno priznatih granica u
Evropi, unutar dr`ave koja nije slo`ena
poput SSSR-a ili SFRJ, niti je rezultat
neposrednog istorijskog kompromisa kao
u ^ehoslova~koj. Nezavisnost Kosova ne
bi bila samo kršewe Poveqe UN, ukup-
nog meðunarodnog poretka i završnog
Helsinškog akta iz 1975, nego opasan
presedan koji bi ohrabrio sve ostale
agresivne separatisti~ke pokrete u
Evropi i Evroaziji. Na Balkanu, treba
podsetiti, ne postoji, osim u Albaniji,
nikakva podrška nezavisnosti Kosova i
Metohije. Naprotiv, postoji unisona za-
brinutost naših suseda da bi bilo kakav
oblik nezavisnosti Kosova dugoro~no
narušio stabilnost i evropsku budu}-
nost Balkana. To meðunarodnoj zajednici
nije nepoznato, iako mo`da u ovom ~asu,
zbog zauzetosti drugim prioritetima,
nije svesna svih dimenzija toga problema,
niti serije lan~anih, dugoro~no negativ-
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FOR MUTUALLY ACCEPTABLE
AND COORDINATED SOLUTION

The balance of power is somewhat changed – Serbia became the center of stability 
and reliable cooperation with the international community. The wide-scope 
decentralization is an important factor for comprehensive solution for the issue of
Kosovo. Belgrade’s strategy of “more than autonomy, less than independence” is the
scope of solutions for a new pattern for Serbs and Albanians’ cohabitation, 
and redefining the relations between Kosovo and the rest of Serbia. There are more and
more serious reasons for international community to slow the rush in deciding the future
status of Kosovo.

Serbia and Montenegro Towards deciding of Kosovo and Metohija status

Sa`ivot kroz vekove: 
crkva i yamija u Prizrenu

Centuries of chabitation: a church 
and masque in Prizren

F
ot

o:
 A

. K
el

i}



Serbia and Montenegro

the significant efforts of the UNMIK and
KFOR, there still are ongoing processes of
continuous ethnic discrimination of the
kind we considered eventually defeated six
decades ago.  

Adopting a model of anachronous ethnic
separation, offered in Kosovo (which was
unanimously rejected in Bosnia and
Croatia) means establishing another
Albanian state in Europe. There is no sepa-
rate nation of Kosovo with its own identity.
There are only Albanians and Serbs who
adversely interpret the past, understand the
present and foresee the future. To have their
positions reconciled on this issue, Belgrade
and Pristina need to reach a comprehensive
agreement about mutually acceptable solu-
tion.

The Contact Group and main represen-
tatives of the international community rec-
ognize that Serbia, which is expected to be
flexible and ready for compromise, was the
first to make very important and construc-
tive step by taking active role in searching
for solution. The concept formed by the
flexible formula “less than independence,
more than autonomy” is a democratic
recipe in accordance to European tradition
and various options. Those options vary
from one type of gradual autonomy in
Spain, entity reorganization in Bosnia and
Herzegovina, solutions like South Tyrol  in
Italy to the most recent solutions from

Ohrid Agreement in
Macedonia which was
partly made by European
Union. For example,
there is a regulation in
Ohrid Agreement that
allows the right on veto
for the smaller communi-
ty in every affair which
concerns its actions. The
European Union consid-
ers this Agreement as its
great success. 

With its suggestions,
Serbia has already demon-
strated considerable flexi-
bility and shown that it
does not want, like
Milosevic, to take full
control over Kosovo but
to regulate mutually
acceptable level of auton-
omy of two dominant
national communities by
reaching an agreement
with them. Now the
Kosovo Albanians, whom
we expect to be moderate
and responsible, should
make the necessary con-
cessions in order to make
space for mutually accept-
able compromise. If there
is no such willingness at
the moment, the interna-

tional community should encourage
Albanian elite from transitional institutions
in the Province to make the necessary steps.

There is no black and white solution,
only the different shades of gray. There
must not be defeated or conquered ones in
Kosovo and Metohija.  

It is encouraging that the Government of
Serbia agreed to work with the Presidency
and cooperate to Coordination Center for
Kosovo and Metohija in forming a project
of comprehensive decentralization with
institutional guarantees for the broad auton-
omy for the Serbian community. There are
already prepared projects and working
papers on the state strategy. The decentral-
ization is a pattern of internal organizing
which includes the protection of essential
and fundamental European values. Those
are the following rights: the right to have
one’s own culture, language, religion,
health system, education, pension system,
local police and courts of original jurisdic-
tion. It is only logical to establish such
autonomous units on the base of language
majority of one or the other nation. This
means establishment of larger Serbian
municipalities than present-day small, iso-
lated and ethnically discriminated popula-
tion living in KFOR-protected enclaves. As
these municipalities become larger, they
could further unite and better represent their
interests before province’s government.

Therefore it will be very important to
timely supplement the state strategy by

proper gathering of precise documents
about the number of dislocated, missing
and killed persons, burned houses and
churches, illegally taken apartments and
properties and illegally privatized state-
owned companies. This will provide docu-
mented arguments in impending negotia-
tions, first of all in approaching evaluation
of standards’ fulfillment. This evaluation
should not be formal and the United
Nations have the responsibility to do it
responsibly and conscientiously with obli-
gated insights from the field and from all
interested communities.

What seems to be very important in
given circumstances is the need to stop the
rush in illegal privatization of state’s firms
and companies as well as illegal taking of
private property. If there are no urgent
actions to stop this, the only remaining
means is to complain to The European
Court for Human Rights in Strasbourg
against those who usurped or illegally sold
the property of our state.

IMPOSING OF THE SOLUTION
AS THE LOWEST FORM 
OF REALPOLITIK
It is important that Serbia and not only

Serbs in Kosovo and Metohija demonstrate
its vital interest in participation in economy
resources of the province. As a reminder, at
least 70 percent of mineral wealth of Serbia
is in Kosovo and it invested greatly in their
development during several decades. If
some countries wage wars over the oil
resources thousand miles away, why would
Serbia just give up significant resources
which have always been the vital part of its
system? This would provide sustainable
economic survival of Serbian community in
Kosovo and tighter connections to Belgrade
than those that autonomous Albanian com-
munity would enjoy in the areas of their
majority.  Power-sharing is, therefore, the
only viable solution. 

What we should constantly insist on is
mutually agreed and acceptable solution
between Belgrade and Pristina with the
international community as a future guaran-
tee as well as a useful mediator. No solution
could be sustainable if it was not agreed by
the sides in dispute. European future of the
region imposes the need for compromise,
agreement and responsible application of
mutually accepted solutions. 

Albanian lobbyists persist in pushing the
old idea – financially compensate Serbia for
Kosovo – and they, although not being
aware of it, practically admit that Kosovo is
not theirs. If one wants to buy something,
one admits it is someone else’s. However it
is necessary to come out of rough condi-
tioning, which is not Serbia’s policy. It is
the policy of Albanian extremists who
openly threat the international administra-
tion and its peace forces in the province if
their maximal demands are not met.
Threatening with some type of Albanian
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nih posledica po region. Na Kosovu i
Metohiji su, uprkos naporima meðuna-
rodne zajednice, još uvek u toku procesi
etni~ke diskriminacije za koje smo sma-
trali da su pora`eni pre šest decenija.

Usvajawe anahrone etni~ke separaci-
je koja se nudi na Kosovu (a koja je, kao
što znamo, jednoglasno odbijena u Bosni
i u Hrvatskoj) zna~i, de fakto, uspostav-
qawe druge albanske dr`ave u Evropi.
Nema, ponavqam, posebne kosovske naci-
je s vlastitim identitetom. U Pokrajini
ima samo Albanaca i Srba koji imaju su-
protstavqena tuma~ewa prošlosti, raz-
umevawa sadašwosti i vizije budu}no-
sti. Da bi se wihovi, danas udaqeni sta-
vovi pomirili, potrebno je da doðe do
sveobuhvatnog dogovora o uzajamno pri-
hvatqivom rešewu izmeðu Beograda i
Prištine.

Kontakt-grupi, kao i glavnim pred-
stavnicima meðunarodne zajednice, jasno
je da je Srbija, od koje se o~ekuje fleksi-
bilnost i spremnost za kompromis, prva
u~inila jedan veoma zna~ajan, konstruk-
tivan iskorak preuzimawem aktivne ulo-
ge u tra`ewu rešewa. Koncept uobli~en
formulom „mawe od nezavisnosti, više
od autonomije’’ jedan je demokratski re-
cept, u skladu sa evropskim tradicijama,
s razli~itim opcijama: od jedne vrste ste-
penaste autonomije, kao u Španiji, enti-
tetske reorganizacije, kao u Bosni i
Hercegovini, rešewa po ugledu na model
Ju`nog Tirola (Alto-Adiðe) u Italiji,
ili, da pomenem i najsve`iji primer, u
~ijem je sastavqawu u~estvovala i Ev-
ropska unija – neko od rešewa iz Ohrid-
skog sporazuma u Makedoniji. Na primer,
u Ohridskom sporazumu, koji Evropska
unija smatra svojim velikim uspehom, po-
stoji odredba kojom je predviðeno pravo
veta za brojno slabiju nacionalnu zajed-
nicu u svim poslovima koji se ti~u wenog
delovawa. 

Srbija je, dakle, svojim predlozima
ve} pokazala zna~ajnu fleksibilnost i
da ne `eli, poput Miloševi}a, da preu-
zme potpunu kontrolu nad Pokrajinom,
ve} da, u dogovoru s wenim dominantnim
nacionalnim zajednicama, za svaku od
wih odredi uzajamno prihvatqivu meru
autonomnih ovlaš}ewa. Sada je na alban-
skoj strani, od koje se o~ekuju umerenost
i odgovornost, da u~ini potrebne ustup-
ke, kako bi se stvorio prostor za meðu-
sobno prihvatqiv kompromis. Ako u
ovom trenutku za to nema odgovaraju}e
spremnosti, onda meðunarodna zajednica
treba albansku elitu iz prelaznih insti-
tucija u Pokrajini da ohrabri na takve
korake. 

Nema, dakle, crno-belog rešewa, samo
razli~itih nijansi sivog. Na Kosovu i
Metohiji ne mo`e niti sme da bude pora-
`enih ili pobeðenih.

Mo`emo biti veoma ohrabreni ~iwe-
nicom da je Vlada Srbije pristala da, za-
jedno s Predsedništvom Srbije, a u sa-
radwi sa Koordinacionim centrom za
Kosovo i Metohiju, radi na oblikovawu
projekta sveobuhvatne decentralizacije
sa institucionalnim garancijama za ši-

roku autonomiju srpske
zajednice. To je sada za-
jedni~ka dr`avana stra-
tegija na kojoj se usa-
glašeno radi i pripre-
maju odgovaraju}i pro-
jekti. Decentralizaci-
ja je model internog or-
ganizovawa pod kojim
se podrazumeva zaštita
suštinskih, fundamen-
talnih evropskih vred-
nosti. To su slede}a pra-
va: pravo na sopstvenu
kulturu, jezik, veroispo-
vest, zdravstvo, škol-
stvo, penzioni sistem,
lokalnu policiju i pr-
vostepene sudove. Logi~-
no je da se takve samou-
pravne celine uspo-
stavqaju na osnovu je-
zi~ke prete`nosti jed-
nog ili drugog naroda.
To zna~i obrazovawe
ve}ih srpskih opština
od sadašwih usitwenih
enklava koje bi, ukrup-
wene, mogle daqe da se
udru`uju izmeðu sebe i
da same zastupaju svoje
interese prema vlasti-
ma u Pokrajini. Stoga
je izuzetno va`no da se
dr`avna strategija na
vreme dopuni odgovara-
ju}im sadr`ajima, u vidu precizne doku-
mentacije o ta~nom broju raseqenih li-
ca, nestalima i ubijenima, o svim spaqe-
nim ku}ama i crkvama, bespravno zauze-
tim stanovima, uzurpiranim imawima i
nelegalno privatizovanim firmama, i
tako obezbedi dokumentaciona argumen-
tacija u nastupaju}em pregovara~kom
procesu, pre svega za predstoje}u ocenu
standarda. Ona, svakako, ne bi smela da
bude formalna, i Ujediwene nacije su od-
govorne za to da se taj posao savesno oba-
vi, uz obavezne uvide u situaciju na tere-
nu. 

Ono što se ~ini veoma bitnim u da-
tim okolnostima jeste potreba da se sta-
ne na put zahuktalom procesu divqe pri-
vatizacije firmi i kompanija koje su u
dr`avnom vlasništvu, kao i privatne
imovine koja je bespravno zauzeta. U slu-
~aju da ne bude hitnih intervencija u vezi
s tim, onda je jedino preostalo sredstvo
`alba Evropskom sudu za qudska prava u
Strazburu protiv onih koji su uzurpira-
li ili bespravno prodaju imovinu naše
dr`ave.

NAMETAWE RE[EWA 
KAO NAJNI@I OBLIK
REALPOLITIKE
Va`no je da dr`ava Srbija, a ne samo

Srbi na Kosovu i Metohiji, iska`e svoju
vitalnu zainteresovanost za u~eš}e u
privrednim resursima Pokrajine. Jer
najmawe je 70 odsto rudnog blaga Srbije
upravo na Kosovu i svih ovih decenija

Srbija je ulagala velika sredstva u razvoj
tih kapaciteta. Ako neke dr`ave vode ra-
tove zbog izvora nafte koji se nalaze
5.000 kilometara daleko od wihovih gra-
nica, zašto bi Srbija jednostrano odu-
stala od zna~ajnih resursa koji su oduvek
bili vitalan deo wenog privrednog si-
stema? Time bi se, ujedno, obezbedila i
ekonomska odr`ivost srpske zajednice na
Kosovu, koja bi, u svakom slu~aju, imala
sa Beogradom znatno bli`e veze od onih
koje bi u`ivala samoupravna albanska
zajednica na prostorima Pokrajine na
kojima ~ini ve}inu stanovništva.

Ono na ~emu s naše strane treba stal-
no insistirati jeste meðusobno usa-
glašeno i uzajamno prihvatqivo rešewe
izmeðu Beograda i Prištine, pri ~emu
meðunarodna zajednica treba da bude ne
samo koristan posrednik, nego i budu}i
garant postignutog sporazuma. Nije, da-
kle, mogu}e bilo kakvo odr`ivo rešewe
ako nije meðusobno usklaðeno izmeðu
strana u sporu. Evropska budu}nost tog
prostora sama po sebi name}e potrebu
kompromisa, dogovora i odgovorne pri-
mene uzajamno prihva}enih rešewa.

Albanski lobisti uporno guraju staru
ideju  da se Srbija finansijski obešteti
za ustupawe Kosova tamošwim Albanci-
ma, ~ime se, prakti~no, premda toga o~i-
gledno nisu svesni, priznaje da Kosovo
nije wihovo. Naime, ~im ho}ete nešto da
kupite, zna~i da priznajete da to pripada

Atalantis • Broj 1 • Prole}e 2005.34

Deo Prizrena naseqen Srbima 
pre 17. marta 2004.

A Serbian community in Prizren prior 
to March 17th, 2004

Foto: A. Keli}



Serbia and Montenegro

intifada is the pressure to which interna-
tional community must not surrender
because it would be another dangerous
precedent in the international order.

Independence of Kosovo means divid-
ing Serbia. I agree with the statement that
Kosovo cannot be divided because Serbia
cannot be divided either. It is the lowest
limit one can take. Everything else leads to
new conflicts and endless spiral of vio-
lence. Recently the Albanian lobbyists
offered to compensate Serbia with small
portion territory in the north of the province
for the recognition of the independence of

Kosovo. This also demonstrates their nega-
tive position in negotiations and their
awareness of the fact that their independ-
ence plan is getting more and more difficult
to realize. Actually it is much further from
realizing now than it was recently. 

Serbia must show that it is an old
European country with nation who, despite
tragic mistakes in recent past, now has a
chance to use its geo-strategic position
(famous “house on the road”) as a bridge
for regional cooperation and complete pros-
perity of Balkans. Our old historic fault
became our comparative advantage in the
age of globalization. We are in the center of
the region which connects Central Europe
to Near East, Eastern Europe to
Mediterranean and is a crossroad of roads,
railways and rivers, oil and gas pipelines.
This makes the issue of Kosovo, although
threateningly explosive, only a part of
wider geopolitical mosaic. 

Therefore the following fact should be
distinct: 1,700,000 Albanians cannot be sat-
isfied for their particular interests and ideo-
logical demands of a nineteen century type
and permanently frustrate and antagonize
eight million Serbs who are rightfully con-
sidered, in long term, the key factor for the
stability of the Western Balkans. Imposing
the solution by one-sided pressure is the
lowest form of realpolitik which shows
absence of long term vision and under-
standing of problem multiplicity. It does not
guarantee that this region will be stable part
of Europe with predictable future and part
of the system which is, in political sense,
considered as Europe.

Our country is one of the founders of
UN and it is very important to keep solving
the issue of Kosovo within this organiza-
tion. Without it, we cannot accept any solu-
tion. The USA is very important factor in
deciding the future status of Kosovo, first of
all because of the universal security chal-
lenges and growing terrorist threats to the
region. The USA and EU, together with
Russia are actively involved in this process
through UN and Contact Group. The
European perspective is an important incen-
tive which should help in long term, but the
process was started in UN and it is only log-
ical to search for solution within it. Then it
should be additionally supplemented by
beneficial European perspective which is
very important for the stability, peace,
cooperation and joint advance of the whole
region towards Euro-Atlantic integra-
tions.

Dr. Dusan T. BATAKOVIC
Ambassador of Serbia and Montenegro 
to the Hellenic Republic
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nekom drugom. Treba, meðutim, iza}i iz
okvira grubih uslovqavawa, a to nije po-
litika Srbije – to je politika albanskih
ekstremista, koji otvoreno prete meðu-
narodnoj administraciji i wenim mirov-
nim snagama u Pokrajini u slu~aju da se
ne izaðe u susret wihovim maksimalis-
ti~kim zahtevima. Pretwa nekom vrstom
albanske intifade je pritisak pred ko-
jim meðunarodna zajednica ne bi smela
pokleknuti, jer bi i to bio još jedan opa-
san presedan u meðunarodnom poretku.

Nezavisnost Kosova zna~i podelu Sr-
bije, i kada se ~esto ka`e da nema podele
Kosova to je ispravno, jer nema ni podele
Srbije. To je granica ispod koje se ne mo-
`e i}i. Sve drugo vodi u nove lomove i
beskrajnu spiralu nasiqa. Nedavna ponu-
da albanskih lobista da se Srbiji dozvo-
li mawa teritorijalna kompenzacija na
severu Pokrajine za priznawe nezavisno-
sti ostatku Kosova dodatno pokazuje da je
albanska elita na Kosovu u nepovoqnoj
pregovara~koj situaciji, svesna ~iweni-
ce da je zamišqeni plan o nezavisnosti
sve te`e ostvariv, odnosno da je mnogo
udaqeniji nego što je to donedavno iz-
gledalo.

Srbija mora pokazati da je stara evrop-
ska dr`ava, s narodom koji je, uprkos tra-
gi~nim greškama u skorijoj prošlosti,
došao u priliku da vlastiti geostra-
teški polo`aj, onu ~uvenu „ku}u na dru-
mu” sada iskoristi kao most za regionalnu
saradwu i ukupni prosperitet Balkana.
Naša stara istorijska mana u veku globa-
lizacije postala je naša komparativna
prednost. Mi smo u središtu prostora ko-
ji povezuje Sredwu Evropu s Malom Azi-
jom, Isto~nu Evropu sa Mediteranom, u
~vorištu drumskih, `elezni~kih i re~-
nih puteva, naftnih i gasovodnih pravaca
i u tim okvirima kosovsko pitawe, prem-
da prete}e eksplozivno, postaje samo deo
jednog šireg geopoliti~kog mozaika. 

Stoga uvek treba isticati slede}u ~i-
wenicu: ne mo`e se zadovoqiti 1.700.000
Albanaca na Kosovu zbog wihovog krajwe
partikularnog interesa i ideoloških
zahteva devetnaestovekovnog tipa, a traj-
no frustrirati i sna`no antagonizovati
osam miliona Srba od kojih ipak dugo-
ro~no zavisi ukupna stabilnost zapadnog
Balkana. Nametawe rešewa ucenama i
pritiscima najni`i je oblik realpoli-
tike koji samo pokazuje odsustvo dugoro~-
ne vizije i razumevawa višeslojnosti
problema, a ne garantuje da }e ovaj region
postati stabilni deo Evrope s predvidi-
vom budu}noš}u i deo sistema koji se da-
nas u politi~kom smislu podrazumeva
pod Evropom.

Naša zemqa je, vredi podsetiti, jedna
od osniva~a UN i veoma je bitno da re-
šavawe kosovskog pitawa ostane u okvi-
rima te svetske organizacije. Izvan toga
mi ne mo`emo prihvatiti bilo kakva
rešewa. Sjediwene Dr`ave su izuzetno
va`an ~inilac u odreðivawu budu}eg sta-
tusa pokrajine, pre svega zbog ukupnih
bezbednosnih izazova i sve ve}ih terori-
sti~kih pretwi u regionu. Sjediwene
Dr`ave i EU, zajedno s Rusijom, u taj pro-

ces aktivno su ukqu~ene i preko UN i
preko Kontakt-grupe. Evropska perspek-
tiva jeste va`an zamajac koji treba dugo-
ro~no da pomogne, ali je proces pokrenut
kroz UN i logi~no je da se u tim okviri-
ma pronaðe rešewe, a tek potom da se do-
datno nadograðuje blagotvornom evrop-
skom perspektivom, izuzetno va`nom za
stabilnost, mir, saradwu i ukupan napre-
dak ~itavog regiona ka evroatlantskim
integracijama.

Dr Dušan T. BATAKOVI],
ambasador SCG u Gr~koj
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Dušan T. Batakovi} je 1998. godi-
ne sa~inio plan kantonizacije Koso-
va i Metohije koji je, na `alost, bio
proro~ki, pošto se pokazalo da je sa-
mo kantonizacija mogla da spre~i ne-
sre}u koja je usledila, ukqu~uju}i i
sistematske progone Srba posle 1999.
godine. U tom dokumentu, po prvi put,
Albanci nisu nazvani mawinom, nego
su zajedno sa Srbima tretirani kao
ravnopravna nacionalna zajednica,
što su uo~ili i uva`ili i mnogi od-
govorni Albanci.

In 1998, Dusan T. Batakovic made a
plan for cantonization of Kosovo and
Metohija which, unfortunately, was
prophetic as cantons demonstrated to be
the solution that could have stopped the
following tragedy and systematic perse-
cution of all Kosovo citizens, including
Serbs after 1999. This document, for the
first time, does not treat Albanians as
minority but as an equal national com-
munity to the Serbian one which many
responsible Albanians noticed and
accepted.

17. mart 2004. u Prizrenu: Srpske ku}e i crkva u plamenu Prizren on March 17th, 2004: Serbian homes and a church in flames

Foto arhiva Koordinacionog centra za KiM

Photo-artchive of the Coordination Center for Kosovo and Metohija



Serbia and Montenegro

The report of International Comission for
Balkans attracted the great attention in
Serbian public because it anticipated the

independance of Kosovo in four phases. In
”phase one”, Serbia and Kosovo would be de
facto separated. It is the phase integrated in the
Resolution 1244 of Security Council of UN,
which turned Kosovo into protectorate of UN.
”Phase two”, the independance without com-
plete sovereignity, means that Kosovo is still
protectorate of UN and independent, con-
trolled by international community regarding
human rights and protection of minorities.
Next phase was named ”led sovereignity”
when the negotiations about Kosovo’s mem-
bership in EU should begin. Finally, in the
phase four, Kosovo should become the mem-
ber of EU, with divided sovereignity within
this European integration. The Plan of
Comission for Balkans intends the special
international status for Kosovska Mitrovica
and areas around the Monastery. Goran Svila-
novic, ex Foreign Minister of Serbia and Mon-
tenegro considers that such solutions should
be found for the Serbs in enclaves as well, and
that the dialogue should be held on that topic.

The plan of Comission for Balkans sug-
gests that Kosovo should gain independance

without sovereignity by the end of
this year or during the next. ”Since
the UN have negotiated with coun-
tries so far”, said Svilanovic, ”the
formulation independance without
sovereignity actually means that
UN can negotiate with an entity
that is not a country, like Kosovo,
and at the end of negotiations, in
the moment of joining UN, it
would become a real country. If we
insisted on the fact that EU negoti-
ates with a country, it would mean
solving the status of Kosovo and
only after that could negotiations
begin. We consider it to be a great
waste of time and a shock for the
whole region, especially for
Serbian citizens in Kosovo and
Serbia as a country. That is why we
suggest phases. I think that people
in our country pretend not to see
what had happened – Serbia got the
Feasibility Study, and that is some-
thing that former and current gov-
erment should be congratulated on.
But, it doesn’t relate to Kosovo, but
on Serbia and Montenegro. The
process of negotiations with Ko-

sovo was separated three years ago. All politi-
cians in Serbia know that and I’m not sure if
our public is willing to accept that.”

The Meetings of Contact Groups with
Officials in Belgrade and Pristina
The day before the appearance of the

report in Washington, the representatives of
the six countries of Contact Group and EU
discussed the situation in Kosovo and
Metohija. After the meeting, the Cabinet of the
President Svetozar Marovic announced that
the representatives of Serbia and Serbia and
Montenegro had informed the international
representatives that the multietnical character
of Kosovo had been jeopardized and that the
standard evaluation must be directed on that
issue primarily. ”Regarding that it was
planned to start the negotiations on the future
status of Kosovo and Metohija after standard
evaluation, we pointed out that we should
search for a compromise, which would mean
more than authonomy and less than indepen-
dance” the report states. The members of
Contact Group emphasized that the solutions
would’t be one-sided, and that its solution
should contribute to European future of the
region as democratic and multi-etnical.

”Belgrade will promote the political dia-
logue with Pristina and President Tadic will
invite President Rugova for talks” Michael
Shefer, the Director of Foreign Ministry of
Germany announced after the talks.

After that, the political directors of foreign
ministries of countries members of the
Contact Group discussed in Pristina the basic
principles of planning Kosovo’s future and
emphasized the territorrial indivisibility of the
province. In discussions with Rugova,
Kosumi and Serbs from Kosovo they repeated
that the solution for Kosovo must contain a
regulation that it cannot have the status as it
had before March 1999.

Resolving the Status of Kosovo 
Will Not Slow Down Belgrade’s
Accession into the EU
On the meeting dedicated to issue of

Kosovo held in Novi Sad on 20 April, the
director of the Office of International Crisis
Group, James Lion stated that the internation-
al community had decided that Kosovo should
be independant and that its formal proclama-
tion was only a matter of time. He added that
Kosovo would be independant in less than five
years, and that it was the attitude he had heard
from the officials of EU and USA.

On the same day in Brussels, the European
comission adopted the document in which it
states the creation of multietnical Kosovo as its
goal. ”Kosovo will be top priority in following
months”. The document also states that after
this year’s application of UN standards, includ-
ing democratization, the rule of law, and protec-
tion of minorities, the discussion about future
status of Kosovo could follow. Regardless of
the results of the negotiations, Kosovo should
be firmly held in courses of advancment of
coutries in West Balkans within the process of
stabilization and integration. Temporary institu-
tions and people of Kosovo should know that
reaching standards for safe, stable and multiet-
nical Kosovo is a long term obligation which
reaches further than status and is a condition for
advancement towards EU.”

The European Union assures Belgrade that
aspirations of Serbia and Montenegro will not
be postponed because of problem of Kosovo.
On the contrary, according to the document,
”the constructive participation in Kosovo
would make easier its own movement towards
EU.

The EU states that etnic violence is com-
pletely unacceptable and that the riots from
March 2004 must not be repeated. ”Many
steps are needed before Kosovo will be able to
create a society where all nationalities will be
respected.”

It is expected that in negotiations between
Belgrade and Pristina, 95% of the constitu-
tional text would be agreed about, except the
most important regulation – status. If the
agreement couln’t be reached, the internation-
al community would impose the solution,
which is still not defined. By the end of the
year, a new resolution of Security Council
should be brought, and it should support the
changes.

G. P.
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Izveštaj Meðunarodne komisije za
Balkan skrenuo je veliku pa`wu
javnosti u Srbiji zbog toga što je u

wemu predviðena nezavisnost Kosova, i to
u ~etiri faze. „U prvoj fazi, došlo bi do de
fakto odvajawa Kosova od Srbije. To je fa-
za koja je sadr`ana u Rezoluciji 1244 Saveta
bezbednosti UN, kojom je Kosovo pretvore-
no u protektorat UN. Druga faza, nezavis-
nost bez potpunog suvereniteta, zna~i da je
Kosovo i daqe protektorat UN i nezavisno,
uz kontrolu meðunarodne zajednice kada je
re~ o qudskim pravima i zaštiti mawina”.
Slede}a faza nazvana je „voðeni suvereni-
tet”, i u woj treba da zapo~nu pregovori o
~lanstvu Kosova u Evropskoj uniji. Kona~-
no, u ~etvrtoj fazi, Kosovo treba da postane
~lanica EU, s podeqenim suverenitetom u
okviru te evropske integracije. Planom
Komisije za Balkan predviðen je poseban
meðunarodni status za Kosovsku Mitrovicu
i podru~ja oko manastira. Goran Svilano-
vi}, bivši ministar spoqnih poslova SCG,
smatra da bi takva rešewa trebalo tra`iti
i za Srbe u enklavama, i da bi, u stvari, o
tome trebalo da se vodi dijalog.

Planom Komisije za Balkan, dakle, pre-
dviðeno je da Kosovo u drugoj fazi, krajem
ove ili tokom naredne godine, dobije neza-
visnost bez suvereniteta. „Pošto je dosad
EU pregovarala sa dr`avama”, ka`e Svila-
novi}, „ta formulacija, ’nezavisnost bez
suvereniteta’, zapravo zna~i da Unija mo`e
da pregovara i sa entitetom koji nije
dr`ava, kao što je Kosovo, a da na kraju tih
pregovora, u trenutku ulaska u EU, postane
dr`ava u punom smislu re~i. Ukoliko bi se
insistiralo na tome da EU pregovara sa
dr`avom, to bi zna~ilo da se prvo reši sta-
tus Kosova, pa da onda po~nu pregovori.
Mislimo da je to ogromno gubqewe vremena
i šok za ceo region, pogotovo za srpsko
stanovništvo na Kosovu i Srbiju kao dr-
`avu. I zbog toga predla`emo fazni prist-
up. Mislim da se kod nas qudi prave da ne
vide šta se dogodilo – Srbija je, na ~emu
treba ~estitati i prethodnoj i sadašwoj
vladi – dobila Studiju izvodqivosti. Ali
to se ne odnosi na Kosovo, ve} na Srbiju i
Crnu Goru. Proces pregovora s Kosovom je
izdvojen još pre tri godine. To znaju svi po-
liti~ari u Srbiji, a ne znam da li naša jav-
nost to ho}e da razume”.

Sastanci Kontakt-grupe 
sa zvani~nicima u Beogradu 
i Prištini
Dan pre objavqivawa izveštaja u Va-

šingtonu, predstavnici šest zemaqa ~lan-
ica Kontakt-grupe i EU razgovarali su u
Beogradu s najvišim zvani~nicima Srbije
i dr`avne zajednice o stawu na Kosovu i
Metohiji. Nakon sastanka izdato je saop-
štewe iz kabineta predsednika dr`avne
zajednice Svetozara Marovi}a u kojem se
navodi da su najviši dr`avni zvani~nici
Srbije i SCG meðunarodnim predstavnici-
ma preneli da je multietni~ki karakter
Kosova krajwe ugro`en i da ocena standar-
da mora da bude usmerena, pre svega, na to
pitawe. „S obzirom da je planirano da se
posle ocene standarda preðe na razgovore o
budu}em statusu Kosova i Metohije, sa
naše strane je istaknuto da treba tragati

za kompromisnim rešewem, koje podrazu-
meva status viši od autonomije, a mawi od
nezavisnosti”, ka`e se, izmeðu ostalog, u
saopštewu.

^lanovi Kontakt-grupe naglasili su da
ne}e biti jednostranih rešewa i da reša-
vawe tog pitawa treba da doprinese evrop-
skoj budu}nosti regiona kao demokratskog
i multietni~kog.

„Beograd }e promovisati politi~ki
dijalog sa Prištinom, a predsednik Tadi}
}e pozvati predsednika Rugovu na razgov-
ore”, izjavio je nakon razgovora Mihael
Šefer, direktor Ministarstva inostra-
nih poslova Nema~ke. 

Politi~ki direktori ministarstava
inostranih poslova zemaqa ~lanica Kon-
takt-grupe razgovarali su, zatim, u Prišti-
ni o okvirnim principima za ureðivawe
budu}nosti Kosova i posebno naglasili te-
ritorijalnu nedeqivost te pokrajine. U raz-
govorima sa Rugovom, Kosumijem i kosov-
skim Srbima ponovili su da rešewe za Ko-
sovo mora da sadr`i odredbu da ono ne mo`e
imati status od pre marta 1999. godine.

O~ekuje se da }e u pregovorima izmeðu
Beograda i Prištine mo}i da se usaglasi
95 odsto ustavnog teksta za Kosovo, osim
najbitnije odredbe – statusa. Ukoliko dogo-
vor ne bude mogu}, meðunarodna zajednica
}e nametnuti rešewe, koje još nije defi-
nisano. Do kraja godine trebalo bi da se do-
nese i nova rezolucija Saveta bezbednosti
kojom te promene treba da se podr`e.

Rešavawe statusa Kosova ne}e
usporiti pribli`avawe Beograda
Evropskoj uniji
Na skupu posve}enom pitawu Kosova,

odr`anom u Novom Sadu 20. aprila, direk-
tor kancelarije Meðunarodne krizne grupe
Yejms Lajon izjavio je da je meðunarodna
zajednica odlu~ila da Kosovo bude nezavis-
no – samo je pitawe vremena kada }e nezav-
isnost i formalno biti proglašena. Lajon
je dodao da }e Kosovo biti nezavisno za
mawe od pet godina, i da je to stav koji je
nedavno ~uo od zvani~nika iz Evropske uni-
je i Sjediwenih Ameri~kih Dr`ava.

Istog dana, Evropska komisija je usvoji-
la u Briselu dokument u kojem navodi kao
svoj ciq stvarawe multietni~kog Kosova.
„Posle ovogodišwe ocene primene stan-
darda Ujediwenih nacija, ukqu~uju}i demo-
kratizaciju, vladavinu prava i zaštitu
mawina, mogla bi da usledi diskusija o
budu}em statusu Kosova”, navedeno je u do-
kumentu. I daqe: „Nezavisno od ishoda tih

razgovora, Kosovo treba dr`ati ~vrsto
usidreno u tokove napretka zemaqa regiona
Zapadnog Balkana u okviru Procesa stabi-
lizacije i pridru`ivawa. Privremene
institucije i narod na Kosovu treba da
znaju da je dostizawe standarda za sigurno,
stabilno i multietni~ko društvo
dugoro~na obaveza koja ide daqe od rešewa
statusa i preduslov je za napredak ka
Evropskoj uniji”. 

Evropska unija uverava Beograd da te`-
we SCG za ukqu~ewe u EU ne}e biti odlo-
`ene zbog rešavawa statusa Kosova. „Šta-
više”, prema tom dokumentu, „konstruktiv-
no anga`ovawe na Kosovu olakšalo bi sop-
stveno kretawe (SCG) ka Evropskoj uniji”.

Izvršno telo EU, u smernicama za Ko-
sovo, predo~ava da je nasiqe iz etni~kih
pobuda potpuno neprihvatqivo i da se
neredi iz marta 2004. nikad više ne smeju
ponoviti. „Još mnogo koraka je potrebno
da se u~ini pre nego što Kosovo uspe da
stvori društvo u kojem }e se u potpunosti
poštovati narod svakog etni~kog pore-
kla”, dodaje se u tom dokumentu.

G. P.

Atalantis • Broj 1 • Prole}e 2005.38

Meðunarodna zajednica o budu}nosti Kosova i Metohije

ZAGREVAWE 
PRED PO^ETAK PREGOVORA

Tokom prole}a je doma}oj i meðunarodnoj javnosti prezentovano više
razli~itih predloga i planova za razrešewe statusa Kosova i Metohije.

Jedno je sigurno – pribli`ava se po~etak pregovora o budu}em statusu
ju`ne srpske pokrajine. 

WARM-UP BEFORE THE 
BEGINNING OF NEGOTIATIONS
Several different plans and propositions concerning the status of Kosovo
and Metohija were presented to the domestic and international public this
past spring.  One thing is certain – the beginning of negotiations concern-
ing the future status of the southern Serbian province are approaching.

Foto arhiva Koordinacionog centra za KiM
Photo-artchive of the Coordination Center for Kosovo and Metohija

Kosovska Mitrovica, 17. mart 2004.
Kosovska Mitrovica, March 17th 2004



Serbia and Montenegro

Early this year, Brussels sent two good
news to the region: the EU Ministry
Council decided to enable easy visa

regime for the students, young scientists and
experts from the West Balkans. The realiza-
tion of the “Neighboring program” started –
the support program of EU to interregional
cooperation whose goal is to equalize econ-
omy growth of EU countries and those that
border with them. However, the beginning of
the year was marked by strong pressure of
EU on the Belgrade authorities to complete-
ly meet their international obligations, i.e., to
continue extradition of indicted war crimi-
nals to the Hague and solve the problem of
direct election for the Parliament of the asso-

ciation of states made by Montenegro’s
refusal to pass the law about such an election
on its territory. Due to former relations of
European Union and SCG, no one could pre-
dict the positive outcome when the EU
Commissioner for expansion Olli Rehn
announced European Union’s decision that
SCG got the positive Feasibility Study, i.e.,
met conditions to start negotiations about
signing the Agreement of stability and join-
ing on April 12th in the press conference in
Strasbourg.

Gradually Overcoming Obstacles
The inability of Belgrade and Podgorica

to solve the problem of the Parliament func-
tioning, with or without direct elections for
the representatives, caused apparent dissatis-
faction when the EU High Representative
Javier Solana postponed his visit to Belgrade
in January. However, a few days later
Belgrade was visited by Olli Rehn and then,
Reinhard Pribe, the Director of EU Head
Office for the West Balkans, only to confirm
that the end of March is the deadline for the
complete cooperation with the Hague.
Facing strong international pressure and dis-
satisfaction of domestic public, the
Government of Serbia was compelled to
intensify cooperation with the Hague.
General Lazarevic decided to give himself
up and was folowed by several generals and
officers of the Army of the Republic of
Srpska. They decided to go to the Hague
with the guarantees of the Government of
Serbia to defend themselves while on bail. 

The crises in the state functioning addi-
tionally burdened relations to Brussels. In
time, the necessity for revision of the
Constitution Chart to provide legitimacy of
the current Parliament, was obvious. By the
end of 2004, it was apparent that the govern-
ing coalition in Montenegro was not ready to
pass the law about carrying out of direct
elections for the Parliament of the associa-
tion of states. In February, Javier Solana stat-
ed that EU would not object the changes in
the Constitution Chart if the three
Parliaments agreed. Simultaneously, the EU
Representatives expressed disagreement
with the Montenegro Government’s propos-
al for transforming SCG into an association
of independent states. Premier Djukanovic
was told so, in the meeting with Solana in
Brussels, in March. The European Union
and Serbia signed the Agreement about the
exchange of textile products in Brussels on
March 31st. This allowed the beginning of
free export of textile from Serbia to EU
established in December 2004. This agree-
ment was the first one Serbia signed with
EU, as a part of “double track” in joining the
European structures, i.e., in the scope of the
Process of stability and joining. In fact, such
trade arrangements lead to free trade zone
between EU and SCG after the signing of the
Agreement about stability and joining.

General Sreten Lukic went to the Hague
on April 4th, and that was one of the new
positive shifts in the relations between
Brussels and Belgrade. Three days later, the

highest authorities of SCG signed, with
intervention of Javier Solana, the Agreement
about the change of the Constitution Chart
which should provide efficient functioning
of the Parliament of the association of states.
According to this, the representatives of the
former (current) session should keep their
mandates until the next elections for the
Republic Assemblies when new representa-
tives will be elected for the Parliament of the
association of states (if it lasts till then). It is
also agreed to possibly convoke and organ-
ize the referendum in Montenegro in 2006
with the consultations with the European
Union. On March 11th, the European
Commission approved 184 million € of
financial help to Serbia and Montenegro
from the CARDS program for the support to
the West Balkans countries. This was the
index of improvement in the relations
between the Union and SCG. 

Contents of the Feasibility Study
The Study, cites the conclusions about

how much was done in implementing the
political and economical reforms in accor-
dance to EU standards. Since October 2000,
the Consultative Task Group EU-SCG (SRJ)
and, later, Advanced continual dialog
between Brussels and Belgrade (and
Podgorica) have monitored the advance in
bringing SCG closer to EU. The Feasibility
Study is the beginning of the process which
will need further political and economic
changes. This includes reforms in police,
security services, the Army and judicial sys-
tem in accordance to European standards. It
is very important to determine budgets for
the Army, police and security services.

In its report about positive Feasibility
Study, the European Commission stressed the
need for Belgrade and Podgorica to give clear
description of their trade regimes and keep
the same custom rates as the base for the
negotiations for trade liberalization. It is also
necessary for these two Republics to separate-
ly get down to work in judicial and economic
system reforms and strengthening state gov-
erning, especially in the fields of competition,
right on intellectual ownership, public acqui-
sitions, customs and tax systems.

During his “encouragement visit to
Belgrade” on the road to Europe, on April
18th, the Commissioner for the expansion
expressed his expectations that the negotia-
tions about the signing of the Agreement
about stability and joining would begin on the
fifth anniversary of October changes in Serbia
in 2000. “But”, he warned, “it is not time to
relax, on the contrary: this positive swing
should be kept until every indicted person is
brought to justice. Serbia should use the tenth
anniversary of the massacre in Srebrenica to
show how much it advanced by completely
cooperating with the Hague Tribunal. The key
part of the Process of stability and joining is
regional cooperation, which the economies of
Western Balkans countries should use to
make a unique market and thus become more
attractive for foreign investors”.

G. POPOVIC
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Since its Achievement of a Positive Feasibility StudySrbija i Crna Gora

VA@AN 
KORAK KA

BRISELU
Više pozitivnih pomaka koje je

SCG napravila od po~etka godine
radi nesmetanog funkcionisawa

Parlamenta dr`avne zajednice
dovelo je do odluke Evropske

komisije da predlo`i Savetu min-
istara EU da usvoji pozitivnu

Studiju o izvodqivosti po~etka
pregovora o zakqu~ewu sporazuma o

stabilizaciji i pridru`ivawu.

Po~etkom godine iz Brisela ka Beo-
gradu, ta~nije ka regionu, poslate su
dve dobre vesti: Savet ministara EU

odlu~io je da se studentima, mladim nau~-
nicima i stru~wacima sa prostora Zapad-
nog Balkana omogu}i dobijawe viza po
olakšanom postupku. Takoðe, po~eo je da se
realizuje „Susedski program” – program
podrške EU meðuregionalnoj saradwi,
~iji je ciq ujedna~avawe privrednog raz-
voja zemaqa EU i zemaqa koje se s wima
grani~e. Meðutim, po~etak godine bio je
obele`en i sna`nim pritiskom EU na Vla-
du iz Beograda da do kraja ispuni svoje
meðunarodne obaveze, odnosno da nastavi sa
izru~ewem Haškom sudu optu`enih za
ratne zlo~ine i da reši problem u vezi s
neposrednim izborima za Parlament dr-
`avne zajednice koji je nastao zbog odbija-
wa zvani~ne Podgorice da usvoji zakon o
sprovoðewu tih izbora na svojoj teritori-
ji. Iz tadašwih odnosa Evropske unije i
SCG definitivno se nije mogao predvideti
pozitivan rasplet od 12. aprila, kada je
komesar EU za proširewe Oli Ren, na kon-
ferenciji za štampu u Strazburu, obz-
nanio odluku Evropske komisije da je SCG
dobila pozitivnu Studiju o izvodqivosti,
odnosno, da je ispunila uslove za po~etak
pregovora o potpisivawu sporazuma o sta-
bilizaciji i pridru`ivawu.

Postepeno prevazila`ewe 
prepreka
Nezadovoqstvo EU nemogu}noš}u Beo-

grada i Podgorice da reše problem fun-
kcionisawa Parlamenta dr`avne zajedni-
ce, sa ili bez neposrednih izbora za posla-
nike, naro~ito je postalo vidqivo kada je
visoki predstavnik EU Havijer Solana,
sredinom januara, odlo`io posetu Beogra-
du. Beograd je, ipak, nekoliko dana kasnije,
posetio Oli Ren, a zatim i Rajnhard Pribe,
direktor Direkcije EU za Zapadni Balkan,
ali samo da bi ponovili da je kraj marta rok
Beogradu za potpunu saradwu s Hagom.

Suo~ena s velikim meðunarodnim pri-
tiskom, kao i s jasno izra`enim nezado-
voqstvom doma}e javnosti, Vlada Srbije
bila je primorana da intenzivira saradwu s
Hagom. Tada je general Lazarevi} doneo
odluku da se dobrovoqno preda, a potom i
više bivših generala i oficira Vojske
Republike Srpske. Oni su odlu~ili da
otputuju u Hag uz garancije za odbranu sa
slobode koje im pru`a Vlada Srbije.

Kriza u funkcionisawu dr`avne zajed-
nice dodatno je otere}ivala odnose s Bri-
selom. Vremenom, uvidela se neophodnost
revizije Ustavne poveqe da bi se obezbedio
legitimitet rada sadašweg saziva Par-
lamenta – ve} krajem 2004. postalo je jasno
da vladaju}a koalicija u Crnoj Gori nije
spremna da usvoji zakon o sprovoðewu
neposrednih izbora za Parlament dr`avne
zajednice. Sredinom februara Havijer
Solana je izjavio da se EU ne}e protiviti
promenama Ustavne poveqe ako se sa tim
saglase sva tri parlamenta. Istovremeno,
zvani~nici EU izrazili su neslagawe s
predlogom crnogorskih vlasti u vezi s
transformisawem dr`avne zajednice SCG
u zajednicu nezavisnih dr`ava. To je premi-
jeru Ðukanovi}u i re~eno, po~etkom marta,
na sastanku sa Solanom u Briselu.

Evropska unija i Srbija potpisale su u
Briselu, 31. marta, Sporazum o razmeni
tekstilnih proizvoda. Time je ozvani~en
re`im slobodnog izvoza tekstila iz Srbi-
je u EU koji je uspostavqen još u decembru
2004. godine. Taj sporazum je prvi ugovor
koji je Srbija zakqu~ila sa EU u okviru
„dvostrukog koloseka” u pridru`ivawu
evropskim strukturama, odnosno u okviru
Procesa stabilizacije i pridru`ivawa.
Zapravo, takvi trgovinski aran`mani su
uvod u stvarawe zone slobodne trgovine
izmeðu EU i SCG nakon potpisivawa spo-
razuma o stabilizaciji i pridru`ivawu. 

Po~etkom aprila, usledili su novi po-
zitivni pomaci u odnosima na relaciji
Brisel–Beograd, kao što je odlazak, 4. ap-
rila, generala Sretena Luki}a u Hag. Tri
dana kasnije, u Beogradu su, uz posredovawe
Havijera Solane, najviši zvani~nici SCG
i dr`ava ~lanica potpisali Sporazum o
promeni Ustavne poveqe, kojim treba da se
obezbedi delotvorno funkcionisawe
Parlamenta dr`avne zajednice. Pred-
viðeno je da poslanici starog (trenutnog)
saziva zadr`e svoje mandate do slede}ih
izbora za republi~ke skupštine, kada }e
biti izabrani i novi poslanici za Par-
lament dr`avne zajednice (naravno, ako ona
do tada potraje). Takoðe, dogovoreno je da se
eventualno sazivawe i organizovawe ref-
erenduma u Crnoj Gori 2006. godine obavi uz
konsultacije sa Evropskom unijom. Da se
odnosi izmeðu Unije i SCG kre}u uzlaznim
tokom moglo se videti i 11. marta, kada je
Evropska komisija odobrila 184 miliona
evra finansijske pomo}i Srbiji i Crnoj
Gori iz programa CARDS, za podršku zem-
qama zapadnog Balkana

Sadr`aj Studije o izvodqivosti
U Studiji su navedeni zakqu~ci o tome

koliko je uraðeno na sprovoðewu politi~-
kih i ekonomskih reformi prema standard-

ima Evropske unije. Od oktobra 2000. na-
predak SCG u pribli`avawu EU pra}en je
kroz Konsultativnu radnu grupu EU – SCG
(SRJ), a kasnije kroz Unapreðeni stalni
dijalog Brisela i Beograda (i Podgorice).

Studija o izvodqivosti po~etak je pro-
cesa za koji }e biti neophodne daqe poli-
ti~ke i ekonomske promene. Pod tim se
podrazumevaju i reforme prema evropskim
standardima u policiji, slu`bama bezbed-
nosti, Vojsci i pravosuðu. Naro~ito je
zna~ajno da se utvrde buyetska izdvajawa za
Vojsku, policiju i slu`be bezbednosti. 

Evropska komisija je u izveštaju o po-
zitivnoj Studiji o izvodqivosti, naglasi-
la da je neophodno da Beograd i Podgorica
daju jasan opis svojih trgovinskih re`ima i
da zadr`e nepromewene carinske stope kao
osnov za pregovore o liberalizaciji trgo-
vine. Takoðe, neophodno je da dve republike
posebno prionu na posao vezan za reforme
pravosudnog i ekonomskog sistema i da oja-
~aju dr`avnu upravu, naro~ito kada je re~ o
konkurenciji, pravu na intelektualnu svo-
jinu, javnim nabavkama, carinskom i pores-
kom sistemu.

Prilikom „posete ohrabrewa Beogra-
du” na evropskom putu koji sledi, 18. apri-
la, komesar za proširewe Oli Ren je rekao
da o~ekuje da }e pregovori o potpisivawu
sporazuma o stabilizaciji i asocijaciji po-
~eti na petogodišwicu oktobarskih prom-
ena u Srbiji – 2000. godine. „Ali”, upozo-
rio je „nije vreme za opuštawe, upravo sup-
rotno: ovaj pozitivni zamah treba odr`ati
dok svaka osoba optu`ena za ratne zlo~ine
ne bude privedena pravdi. Srbija treba da
iskoristi desetogodišwicu masakra u Sre-
brenici da poka`e koliko je napredovala
tako što }e do tada ostvariti potpunu sa-
radwu sa Haškim tribunalom. Kqu~ni deo
Procesa stabilizacije i asocijacije je
regionalna saradwa, koju privrede zemaqa
zapadnog Balkana treba da iskoriste da bi
povezivawem u jedinstveno tr`ište posta-
le privla~nije za strane investitore”.

G. POPOVI]
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Povodom dobijawa pozitivne Studije izvodqivosti

AN IMPORTANT
STEP TOWARDS

BRUSSELS
Since the beginning of the year, Serbia

and Montenegro has made many positive
changes in order to have free functioning
of the Parliament of the State Union and

revisions to the Constitutional Charter.
This influenced the European

Commission’s decision to recommend to
the EU Ministry Council the adoption of
a positive Feasibility Study at the begin-
ning of negotiations concerning the con-
clusion of the Agreement of stability and

joining in Strasbourg on April 12th.
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Beograd – Belgrade



System of Defense of Serbia and Montenegro

Changes which took place in SR
Yugoslavia in the year of 2000 and the
radical change in politics indicated more

clearly the new foreign policy of the country
aimed at readmission in international cours-
es of contemporary world. The return to UN,
OEBS, Pact for Stability of Southeast
Europe, acceptance of feasibility study and
the decision to start the procedure of joining
Partnership for Peace program contributed to
creating basic assumptions for different
treatment and respect of international posi-
tion of our country.

By these activities, Serbia and Montenegro
returns to contemporary integrative processes,
especially those regarding defense and securi-
ty. If we consider the political and security sit-
uation of Serbia and Montenegro and the fact
that practically all European countries have
sought their own security within NATO’s col-
lective security, making stronger connections
with this association is rational and, regarding
security, justified. At the same time, by enter-
ing Partnership for Peace, we got the chance
to contribute to development of new security
architecture, first on Balkans, then on the
whole European continent, and to take more
active part in international activities against
global terrorism.

Bearing in mind the importance of our
joining the Partnership for Peace and the
Decision of Supreme Defense Council from
1 april 2002, the Federal Government decid-
ed on 25 april 2002 to begin the process of
SR Yugoslavia’s joining the program and
instructed the Federal Foreign Ministry and
Federal Ministry of Defence and other rele-
vant agencies to coordinate the procedure of
joining the Partnership. The formal request
for admittance of Serbia and Montenegro in
Partnership for Peace was submitted in Jun
of 20031 which determined our country
towards the Partnersip as our foreign policy
priority. The final confirmation was given by
the Parliament of Serbia and Montenegro by
accepting of Defence Strategy in November
of 2004, when the newly formed Union, for
the first time in a strategic document, clearly
expressed its standpoint about accepting the
Euroatlantic values and tendency to enter the
Euroatlantic space.2

The First Contract Concerning 
Cooperation with NATO
Acknowledging the conditions set for our

admittance in Partnership, regarding com-
plete cooperation with the Hague Tribunal
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Preparation for Accession Into the “Partnership for Peace“ ProgramSistem odbrane Srbije i Crne Gore

Promenama koje su se desile u SR
Jugoslaviji 2000. godine i radikalno
izmewenim politi~kim stawem jas-

nije je nagoveštena nova meðunarodna
politika zemqe, usmerena ka ponovnom
ukqu~ivawu u meðunarodne tokove savre-
menog sveta. Povratak u OUN i OEBS,
Pakt za stabilnost Jugoisto~ne Evrope,
prihvatawe Studije izvodqivosti i odlu-
ka da se pokrene procedura pristupawa
Programu „Partnerstvo za mir” („PzM”)
doprineli su stvarawu osnovnih pret-
postavki za kvalitativno druga~iji tret-
man i respektivnu poziciju naše zemqe u
meðunarodnoj politici.

Na osnovu tih aktivnosti, SCG vra}a
se u savremene integracione procese, po-
sebno one koji se odnose na oblast odbra-
ne i bezbednosti. S obzirom na politi~ku
i bezbednosnu realnost SCG, kao i na
~iwenicu da su sve zemqe Evrope zaštitu
sopstvene bezbednosti potra`ile u sis-
temu kolektivne bezbednosti NATO-a,
uspostavqawe ~vrš}e saradwe sa tom
asocijacijom racionalno je i bezbednos-
no opravdano. Ujedno, prijem u „PzM”
omogu}io bi nam da doprinesemo izgrad-
wi nove bezbednosne arhitekture, pre
svega, na Balkanu, a potom i na ~itavom
evropskom kontinentu, i da se još aktiv-
nije ukqu~imo u meðunarodne aktivnosti
u borbi protiv globalnog terorizma.

Zbog zna~aja našeg prikqu~ewa „PzM”
i odluke Vrhovnog saveta odbrane, od 1.
aprila 2002, Savezna vlada je, 25. aprila
2002, odlu~ila da otpo~ne proces pristu-
pawa SR Jugoslavije tom programu i
zadu`ila tadašwe savezno ministarstvo
inostranih poslova i Savezno ministar-
stvo za odbranu, kao nadle`ne resore, da
koordiniraju odgovaraju}u proceduru.
Formalni zahtev za prijem Srbije i
Crne Gore u „PzM” upu}en je u junu 2003,
~ime se naša zemqa odredila prema
Programu kao prema našem spoqnopoli-
ti~kom prioritetu. Kona~no, to je pot-
vrdila i Skupština SCG usvajawem
strategije odbrane u novembru 2004. godi-
ne. Tada je prvi put novostvorena dr`av-
na zajednica u jednom strategijskom doku-
mentu jasno iskazala stav da prihvata
evroatlantske bezbednosne vrednosti i
da te`i prikqu~ewu u evroatlantski
prostor (Strategija odbrane dr`avne
zajednice Srbija i Crna Gora, NIC Vojska,
Beograd 2005).
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Pripreme za prikqu~ewe Programu „Partnerstvo za mir”

STRATEŠKI PRIORITET DR@AVE STRATEGIC PRIORITY OF THE STATE
Daqa realizacija Programa saradwe SCG i NATO-a doprine}e 

novim  reformskim pomacima u oblasti odbrane i bezbednosti. To se
odnosi na nastavak reformi sistema odbrane, u~vrš}ivawe civilne i

demokratske kontrole Vojske, izradu preostalih doktrinarnih dokumenata
koji se odnose na odbranu i osnovnih dokumenata za pristupawe

„Partnerstvu za mir”.

Further realization of the program of cooperation between Serbia and Montenegro and NATO
will contribute to the new reform movement in the area of defense and security. This is 
related to the continuation of reforms of the System of Defense, strengthening of civil and
democratic control of the army, establishment of remaining doctrinal documents which are
related to defense and basic documents for entering the “Partnership for Peace” program.

Vojska SCG i Rumunska armija u borbi protiv terorista: 
sa vojne ve`be „Plavi put 2004”

Serbia – Montenegro and Romanian Arrmy in the battle against terrorism:
military exercise ”Blue Path 2004”

Foto arhiv Vojske SCG / Photo – archive of the Army of Serbia and Montenegro



System of Defense of Serbia and Montenegro

and compromise about the accusation of
Serbia and Montenego to International Court
of Law, NATO accepted the Cooperation pro-
gram between Serbia and Montenegro and
NATO (Special Tailored Cooperation Pro-
gram) in June of 2003 and thus supported the
effort to reform the defense sector and adjust
to the standards of developed democratic
countries.

The program was projected until the
Istambul Summit of Nato (Jun 2004) and it
consisted of four seminars (realized in 2003),
organizing visits of NATO’s expert teams to
Serbia and Montenegro (realized in January,
September and October of 2004), courses that
members of MO of Serbia and Montenegro
took at NATO’s school in Oberamergau,
Germany, participation of Serbia and Mon-
tenegro in other activities and workshops of
Partnersip for Peace as an observer.

During the year of 2004 the Inter-depart-
ment group was formed for coordination of
preparatory activities for Serbia and
Montenegro’s joining the Partnership for
Peace program. It consists of representatives
of Federal and Republic Ministries3. The
group prepared and the Council of ministers
approved of the Action plan about Serbia and
Montenegro’s joining the Partnership for
Peace in December of 2004.

In previous period, the high representa-
tives of Serbia and Montenegro had meetings
with the general secretary Jap de Hop Shefer
and other high representatives and command-
ers of NATO. At the same time, in february of
2004, the special emissary of Foreign
Ministry of Serbia and Montenegro was sent
to NATO, which greatly facilitated the coordi-
nation and cooperation between Serbia and
Montenegro and NATO.

From 1 September 2004 the Kingdom of
Norway took over the position of contact
country for relations with Serbia and
Montenegro from Great Britain, and it will
retain this position until the year of 2006.  

Widening Cooperation in 2005
The extended program of cooperation

between NATO and Serbia and Montenegro
for the year of 2005 included specific needs of
Serbia and Montenegro to reform the defense
system and adjust the defense capacities to
our actual needs and international standards.
Although the intensity and extent of coopera-
tion is limited with the fact that we are not yet
the member of Partnership, the new program
is by the content and number of activities
much more all-encompassing and ambitious. 

The priorities in cooperation with NATO
for the year of 2005 are about the reform of
defense and security sector, planning of civil
defense, conversion of basis and program for
taking care of extra military personnel, fight-
ing terrorism, foreign languages learning and
other activities important for building the
institutions of Serbia and Montenegro
defense. The plan of activities and execution
of the new cooperation program for the first
time involves other segments of security sec-
tor (ministries of internal affairs of the mem-
ber republics).

Further realization of Program of cooper-
ation and its extending, by new content and
spreading of extent of existing activities, will
contribute to further reform steps in areas of
defense and security. It is related to continu-
ance of the started reforms of defense system
and the Army of Serbia and Montenegro,
strengthening of civil and democratic control
over the Army, formulation of other doctrinal
documents of defence and basic documents
for joining the Partnership, definition of pro-
grams that the Army, Police, Unit for border
security and other state agencies and institu-
tions can offer their future partners in cooper-
ation within Partnership and improvement in
training of armed forces of Serbia and
Montenegro for peace operations and facing
new terroristic threats.

All past and present activities taken by the
Ministry of Defence and the Army of Serbia
and Montenegro  in process of preparation for
joining the Partnership are part of the vision
aimed at making the system of defence of
Serbia and Montenegro compatible with the
new security environment. By establishing
stronger connections within the security
cooperation with NATO and other countries
that are members of the Partnership, Serbia
and Montenegro will become more reliable
security partner, which will provide its com-
plete contribution to stability and democratic
development of Southeast Europe region.

Mr Zoran JEFTIC
Chief of the Department 
for International Military Cooperation 
for the Ministry of Defense 
of Serbia and Montenegro

1 Before the decision of Federal Government
about the starting of the procedure of joining
Partnership, SR Yugoslavia didn’t have formal
forms of cooperation with NATO. However, the
presence of Aliance members and their partners in
peace operations in BH, and especially in Kosovo
and Metohija, influenced the regular contacts and
specific cooperation based on Dayton-Paris peace
treaty, Resolution of  SC of UN 1244 and military-
techical treaty from Kumanovo. A special and very
important form of cooperation with NATO was
made in South Serbia, and as a concrete result of the
cooperation, our troops were allowed to enter the
Land Security Zone, and the Air Security Zone was
relieved from 25 to 10 km. On the basis of military-
techical treaty between the Army of Yugoslavia and
NATO, the regular contacts are maintained through
a Corporate Comission.

2 The Defence Strategy of the Union of Serbia
and Montenego, Belgrade 2005

3 Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Serbia and
Montenegro and  Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
Montenegro, Ministry of Defense, Foreign Mini-
stry of Economic Relations, Ministry of Internal
Affairs of Serbia and Montenegro and Ministry of
Internal Affairs of Montenegro, Ministry of Justice,
Ministry of  Finance and Economy of Serbia,
Ministry of Finance of Montenegro, Ministry of
Traffic and Telecommunications of Serbia,
Ministry of Navigation and Telecommunications of
Montenegro, Serbian BIA, State Security of
Montenegro, Ministry of Protection of Natural
Resources and Environment of Serbia and Ministry
of Spatial Planning and Environment of
Montenegro.
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Prvi ugovor o saradwi sa
Severnoatlantskim savezom
Uva`avaju}i uslove koji su postavqe-

ni za naš prijem u „PzM”, a oni se odnose
na potpunu saradwu s Haškim tribuna-
lom i postizawe kompromisa u vezi s
tu`bom SCG Meðunarodnom krivi~nom
sudu, prihvatawem  Programa saradwe
SCG i NATO-a (Special Tailored Cooperation
Program), u junu 2003, NATO dao je podrš-
ku naporima koji se ula`u u reformu sek-
tora odbrane i prilagoðavawe standard-
ima razvijenih demokratskih zemaqa.
Program je bio projektovan do Istanbul-
skog samita NATO-a (juni 2004),a wime
su obuhva}eni: serija od ~etiri seminara
(koji su realizovani u toku 2003), organi-
zovawe poseta ekspertskih timova NA-
TO-a SCG (poseta ekspertskih timova
NATO-a realizovana je u januaru, septem-
bru i oktobru 2004), pohaðawe kurseva
pripadnika MO SCG u školi NATO-a u
SR Nema~koj (u Oberamergau) i u~eš}e
SCG kao posmatra~a u drugim aktivnosti-
ma i radionicama „Partnerstva za mir”. 

U toku 2004. godine uspostavqena je
Interresorna grupa za koordinaciju
pripremnih aktivnosti za pristupawe
SCG Programu „Partnerstvo za mir”.
^inili su je predstavnici resornih min-
istarstava dr`avne zajednice i republi-
ka ~lanica. Ta grupa je pripremila, a
Savet ministara usvojio, u decembru 2004,
Akcioni plan za pristupawe SCG „Par-
tnerstvu za mir”.

Visoki zvani~nici SCG susreli su se
u proteklom periodu s generalnim sekre-
tarom Jap de Hop Sheferom i drugim
visokim funkcionerima i komandantima
Severnoatlantskog saveza. Ujedno, u feb-
ruaru 2004. postavqen je specijalni iza-
slanik ministra spoqnih poslova SCG
pri NATO-u, što je zna~ajno olakšalo
poslove koordinacije i saradwe SCG i
tog saveza. Takoðe, Kraqevina Norveška
je, 1. septembra 2004, preuzela od Velike
Britanije funkciju kontakt-zemqe za
odnose SCG sa NATO-om koju }e obavqa-
ti do 2006. godine. 

Proširewe saradwe u 2005. godini
Proširenim programom saradwe SCG

i NATO-a za 2005. godinu obuhva}ene su i
specifi~ne potrebe SCG za reformom
sistema odbrane, kao i prilagoðavawe
odbrambenih kapaciteta SCG stvarnim
potrebama i meðunarodnim standardima.
Iako su intenzitet i obim saradwe
ograni~eni zbog ~iwenice da SCG još
nije ~lanica „PzM”, novi program je po
sadr`aju i broju aktivnosti znatno širi
i ambiciozniji. Prioreteti u saradwi s
NATO-om za 2005. godinu odnose se na
reformu sektora odbrane i bezbednosti,
planirawe civilne odbrane, konverziju
baza i program zbriwavawa viška vojnog
personala, borbu protiv terorizma i
u~ewe stranih jezika, kao i na druge ak-
tivnosti zna~ajne za izgradwu institu-
cija odbrane Srbije i Crne Gore. U plan

aktivnosti i sprovoðewa no-
vog programa saradwe prvi
put su ukqu~eni i drugi seg-
menti sektora bezbednosti
(ministarstva unutrašwih
poslova dr`ava ~lanica). 

Daqa realizacija Progra-
ma saradwe i wegovo proši-
rewe – kako zbog novih sadr-
`aja, tako i zbog pove}awa
obima postoje}ih aktivnosti
– doprine}e novim reform-
skim pomacima u oblasti od-
brane i bezbednosti. Pre sve-
ga, to se odnosi na nastavak
zapo~etih reformi sistema
odbrane i Vojske SCG, u~vrš-
}ivawe civilne i demokrat-
ske kontrole Vojske, izradu
preostalih doktrinarnih do-
kumenata odbrane i osnovnih
dokumenata za pristupawe
„PzM”, definisawe programa
koje Vojska, policija, slu`ba
za obezbeðewe dr`avne grani-
ce i drugi dr`avni organi i
institucije mogu da ponude
budu}im partnerima u okviru
saradwe u „PzM” i unapreðe-
we obuke pripadnika oru`a-
nih snaga SCG za mirovne
operacije i borbu protiv no-
vih pretwi bezbednosti. 

Sve aktivnosti koje su Mi-
nistarstvo odbrane i Vojska
SCG preduzeli, i koje preduz-
imaju, u procesu pripreme za
pristupawe „PzM” deo su vi-
zije na osnovu koje sistem od-
brane SCG treba da se uskladi
s novim bezbednosnim okru`e-
wem. Uspostavqawem trajni-
jih veza u okviru bezbednosne
saradwe sa NATO-om i drugim
zemqama ~lanicama „PzM”,
SCG posta}e još pouzdaniji
bezbednosni partner, koji }e
dati svoj potpuni doprinos
stabilnosti i demokratskom
razvoju regiona Jugoisto~ne
Evrope.

Mr Zoran JEFTI],
na~elnik Odeqewa 
za integracije Uprave
za meðunarodnu vojnu
saradwu Ministarstva
odbrane SCG
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Rumunski specijalci 
na brani hidroelektrane

\erdap: „Plavi put 2004”

Romanian special units 
on the dam of the hidroelectric

power station Djerdap 
”Blue Path 2004”

Foto arhiv Vojske SCG 

Photo – archive of the Army of
Serbia and Montenegro
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Through greater participation in peace-
keeping missions in 2003 and 2004 and
through sending its staff in four newly

established UN missions (DR Congo,
Liberia, Cote d’Ivoire and Burundi) the
engagement of Serbia and Montenegro in
peacekeeping missions becomes ever more
significant element of its foreign policy
which ensures new enlargement and deep-
ening of the contents of international coop-
eration, especially with strategic partners,
and becomes an important element for the
state union joining international integration
processes.

The adoption of Defence Strategy and
the Law of participating in peacekeeping
operations in November and December
2004 produced the necessary doctrinal and
legal frame for the significant participation
of Serbia and Montenegro in multinational
operations. These documents determined
the types of multinational operations in
which Serbia and Montenegro could take
part, the authority of state institutions and
the process of deciding about taking part in
operations were defined and the question
of financing participation in multinational
operations and the status of the persons
engaged in these operations were regulat-
ed.

Probably the most far-reaching and the
most important novelty in this field lies in
the Serbia and Montenegro Defence
Doctrine, which appointed new missions to
Serbia and Montenegro or in other words,
for the first time intended for the Army to
“take part in building up and preserving
peace in the region and the world.”

The defining of the new purpose of the
Army, especially that which for the first
time entails the engagement of Serbia and
Montenegro units in foreign, usually geo-
graphically, climatically and culturologi-
cally distant areas that belong to interna-
tional forces, inevitably requires compre-
hensive and great changes in all the seg-
ments of the Army: from the definition of
the doctrine of our participation in multina-
tional operations, finishing touches and
modifications in the organizational struc-
ture of the Army in accordance with its
new mission to the introduction of system
solutions and their application in training
and preparing commands, headquarters,
units and staff for the participation in
multinational operations.

It is difficult to ascertain, regardless of
clear doctrinal and legal choices, that the
mentioned changes seriously influenced
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Pove}anim anga`manom u mirovnim
operacijama tokom 2003. i 2004. go-
dine i slawem svojih qudi u ~etiri

novouspostavqene misije Ujediwenih
nacija (DR Kongo, Liberija, Obala
Slonova~e i Burundi) Srbija i Crna
Gora je pokazala da mirovne operacije
postaju sve zna~ajniji element wene
spoqne politike. To joj, osim ukqu~i-
vawa dr`avne zajednice u meðunarodne
integracione procese, omogu}ava pro-
širivawe i produbqivawe sadr`aja
meðunarodne saradwe, posebno sa stra-
teškim partnerima. 

Usvajawem „Strategije odbrane” i
„Zakona o u~eš}u u mirovnim operaci-
jama”, u novembru i decembru 2004, stvo-
ren je potreban doktrinarni i pravni
okvir za zna~ajnije u~eš}e Srbije i
Crne Gore u multinacionalnim opera-
cijama. Tim dokumentima odreðeni su
tipovi multinacionalnih operacija u
kojima Srbija i Crne Gora mo`e da
u~estvuje, a definisane su i nadle`-
nosti dr`avnih organa, kao i postupak
donošewa odluka za u~eš}e u operaci-
jama. Osim toga, regulisan je na~in fi-
nansirawa u~eš}a u multinacional-
nim operacijama i definisan status
lica koja su u wima anga`ovana. Me-
ðutim, verovatno najdalekose`niju i
najzna~ajniju novinu u toj oblasti sa-
dr`i „Doktrina odbrane SCG”, kojom
su Vojsci Srbije i Crne Gore odreðene
nove misije, odnosno, prvi put je pred-
viðeno da Vojska „u~estvuje u izgradwi
i o~uvawu mira u regionu i svetu”.  

Pod novom namenom Vojske podrazu-
meva se mogu}nost da se u sastavu meðu-
narodnih snaga jedinice Srbije i Crne
Gore anga`uju na stranom, ~esto geo-
grafski, klimatski i kulturno sasvim
druga~ijem prostoru. To, izmeðu osta-
log, name}e potrebu sveobuhvatnih i
dubokih promena u svim segmentima
Vojske: od definisawa doktrine našeg
u~eš}a u multinacionalnim operaci-
jama i dogradwe i promena u organiza-
cionoj strukturi Vojske, prema wenoj
novoj misiji, do donošewa sistemskih
rešewa i wihove primene radi osposo-
bqavawa i pripreme komandi, štabova,
jedinica i qudstva za u~eše}e u takvim
operacijama.

Teško je ustvrditi, meðutim, bez ob-
zira na jasna doktrinarna i zakonska
opredeqewa, da su navedenim promena-
ma ozbiqnije zahva}eni involvirani
segmenti Vojske: nestabilnost i teš-
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Vojska u multinacionalnim operacijama

PODRŠKA STVARAWU 
PARTNERSKIH ODNOSA

SUPPORT IN ESTABLISHING
PARTNERING RELATIONS

Posle više od decenije neu~estvovawa u mirovnim
operacijama, Srbija i Crna Gora je u junu 2002,
upu}ivawem tri vojna posmatra~a u mirovnu misiju
UNMISET, u Isto~nom Timoru, zapo~ela novu
eru u~eš}a u operacijama o~uvawa mira i 
bezbednosti u svetu.

After more than a decade of not participating in
peacekeeping missions, in June of 2002, Serbia and
Montenegro began a new era of participation in
operations of preserving peace and security in the
world by sending three military observers to the
UNMISET peacekeeping mission in East Timor.

Foto arhiv Vojske SCG / Photo – archive of the Army of Serbia and MontenegroU o~ekivawu novog po~etka: 
vojnici JNA u mirovnoj misiji u Egiptu

In expectance of a new beginning: 
Yugoslav National Army soldiers in a peace mission in Egypt



Sistem odbrane Srbije i Crne Gore

ko}e u funkcionisawu sistema odbrane
i Vojske zna~ajno odvra}aju pa`wu od
te misije. Uprkos tome, ipak su u~iwe-
ni zna~ajni pomaci, koji ostavqaju poz-
itivan utisak na one koji tu delatnost
posmatraju sa strane, pre svega na stra-
ne partnere.

Formirawem Centra za mirovne
operacije stvoreno je organizaciono
jezgro koje je ostvarilo zna~ajne rezul-
tate u uspostavqawu kriterijuma za iz-
bor kadra za u~eš}e u multinacional-
nim operacijama, formirawu elek-
tronske baze podataka za raspolo`ive
kadrovske potencijale i primeni zah-
tevanih kriterijuma za izbor qudstva
koje se osposobqava u zemqi ili upu-
}uje u inostranstvo. Osim toga, uspo-
stavqene su funkcije neposrednih pri-
prema, pra}ewa i izveštavawa o u~in-
ku anga`ovanog qudstva u mirovnim
misijama.

Veoma intenzivna saradwa sa mini-
starstvima odbrane i oru`anim snaga-
ma stranih zemaqa, koje pokazuju veli-
ko interesovawe za razvoj saradwe i
pru`awe pomo}i VSCG u osposobqava-
wu za meðunarodni anga`man izuzetno
je zna~ajna za uvoðewe novih standarda
u Vojsku i weno kadrovsko, stru~no i
doktrinarno pribli`avawe rešewima
koja su prihva}ena u wihovim armijama,

UN i Severnoatlantskom savezu. Ospo-
sobqavawe u Vojsci za nove profile
oficira u multinacionalnim operaci-
jama (vojni posmatra~i, komandni ofi-
ciri, štabni oficiri i oficiri za
logistiku, civilno-vojnu saradwu i
primenu humanitarnog prava), koje se
izvodi prema standardima i uz pomo}
eksperata, nastavnika i instruktora iz
inostranstva, izuzetno je va`no za sa-
vremenu vojsku ~ija je budu}nost u ev-
roatlanskim bezbednosnim struktura-
ma.

Najve}i organizacioni, profesio-
nalni i finansijski izazov za SCG jes-
te slawe jedinica u sastav multinacio-
nalnih snaga. Jer, osposobqavawe i
priprema jedinica za taj zadatak veoma
su slo`eni i za bogate dr`ave i savre-
mene vojske. Zbog toga je Vojska Srbije
i Crne Gore otpo~ela u aprilu 2005.
obuku mawih profesionalnih pešadi-
jskih, in`iwerijskih i sanitetskih je-
dinica, kao i jedinica vojne policije.
^etvoromese~nom obukom jedinica tre-
ba da se skrati period pripreme jedini-
ca i obezbede obu~ene jedinice koje, na
osnovu donesene odluke, mogu u kratkom
roku da se upute u multinacionalnu
operaciju. Obuku jedinica prate i
aktivnosti na osposobqavawu koman-
dnog kadra za du`nosti u sastavu multi-

nacionalnih snaga. Uprkos odreðenim
problemima, zbog okolnosti da Srbija
i Crna Gora nisu u „Partnerstvu za
mir”, veoma je izvesno da }e oficiri
Vojske tokom 2005. godine u}i u sastav
štabova nekih zemaqa ~lanica NATO-a
koje su anga`ovane u multinacionalnim
operacijama.

^lanstvo u „Partnerstvu za mir” i
pribli`avawe regionalim bezbednos-
nim strukuturama (NATO, EU, OEBS)
bi}e sna`an impuls Srbiji i Crnoj
Gori da u~ini odlu~niji korak za ve}e
u~eš}e u multinacionalnim operaci-
jama, što najboqe potvrðuje iskustvo
susednih zemaqa, koje su svoj anga`man
u multinacionalnim operacijama zapo-
~ele u sli~nim uslovima. Uprkos zna-
~ajnim odricawima koja su podnele,
wihov jedinstven zakqu~ak je da im je
u~eš}e u multinacionalnim operaci-
jama bio najsigurniji i najefikasniji
put u stvarawe partnerskih odnosa i
integrisawe u klub zemaqa kojem u
bliskoj budu}nosti `ele da pripadaju.
To je put na kojem se nalazi i Srbija i
Crna Gora.

Puk. Petar ]ORNAKOV,
na~elnik Centra za mirovne 
operacije Vojske SCG
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the involved segments of the Army. The
instability and difficulties in the function-
ing of the defense system and the Army
considerably distract the attention from
this mission.

Despite this, significant steps that make
a positive impression on those who
observe this activities, foreign partners
above all, were taken.

The foundation of the Center for peace-
keeping operations formed the organiza-
tional core which made significant results
in setting out criteria for the selection of
the staf for the participation in multina-
tional operations,in the formation of elec-
tronic database of the available staff
potentials, in the apllications of the
demanded criteria for the selection of the
staff which are trained in the country or
are deployed  abroad, and the functions of
immediate preparations, monitoring and
reporting about the efficiency of the
engaged staff in peacekeeping missions
were established.

A very intensive cooperation with
defense ministers and armed forces of for-
eign countries that show great concern for
the developing of collaboration and pro-
viding help to Serbia and Montenegro
Army in its training for international
engagement is of the utmost importance
for the introduction of new standards in

the Army and for its staff, professional and
doctrinal solutions which are accepted in
their armies, UN and NATO.

Army training for the new profiles of
officers in multinational operations
(Military observers, Commandig officers,
Headquarters officers, Logistics officers,
Civil-military cooperation, the Application
of humanitarian rights) is performed
according to the standards and with the
help of experts, teachers and trainers from
abroad and is extremely important for the
modern Army whose future lies within
Euro-Atlantic security structures.

The greatest organizational, profes-
sional and financial challenge to Serbia
and Montenegro is sending units to the
structures of multinational forces. Training
and preparation of units for this task is a
very complex job even for rich countries
and modern armies. 

Bearing this in mind, in April 2005
Serbia and Montenegro Army began the
training of the smaller professional
infantry, engineering and medical units of
the Military police.The four-month train-
ing should shorten the period of prepara-
tion of units and supply the trained units
which then may be sent to multinational
operations shortly upon reaching a deci-
sion. The training of units is followed by
the activities of training the commanding

staff for the obligations with multinational
forces. Despite certain problems that exist
due to the fact that Serbia and Montenegro
is not the part of Partnership for Peace it is
quite sure that during 2005 the Army offi-
cers will become members of the head-
quarters of some NATO countries engaged
in multinational operations.

The membership in Partnership for
peace and relations with the regional secu-
rity structures (NATO, EU, OSCE) will be
the strong incentive for Serbia and
Montenegro to take a decisive step
towards the greater participation in multi-
national operations. The experience of the
neighbouring countries tells us a lot about
it. They began their engagement in multi-
national operations under the circum-
stances similar to those in Serbia and
Montenegro. Despite considerable renun-
ciations, their unique conclusion is that the
participation in multinational operations
was the safest and the most efficient way
to make partner relationship and to
become the member of the club of the
countries to which they wanted to belong
in near future. That is the path on which
Serbia and Montenegro is now.

Col. Petar CORNAKOV
Head of the Center for Peace Missions 
of the Army of Serbia and Montenegro 

Defense System of Serbia and Montenegro



KKAARRTTOODDRROOMM 
Sportsko-rekreativni 

karting centar na Adi Huji,
Beograd, Srbija

KONTAKT
Kartodrom Ada Huja

11000 Beograd, 
Poluostrvo Ada Huja bb

Telefon: 011/ 2971 621, 2971 622
Fax: 011/ 2971 623
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