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Editorial

piece of land... Therefore, the warlords in whom their
people recognized authentic heroes and fighters for their
own rights are still symbols of rightful fight for a rightful
cause, and it shouldn’t have come as a surprise the fact
that these days, both in Srebrenica and Knin, people
carried the photographs of an indisputable criminal Oric
and the Croat General Ante Gotovina, a fugitive ICTY
indictee, as it has become quite normal to see, from time
to time, even in the middle of Belgrade, posters with the
photographs of Mladic and Karadzic, who are without
question the most famous people from the Hague
indictments. 

Generally speaking, wars are hideous and tragic
events which see the killing of people as a quite legitimate
thing, but which also have their rules, the violation of
which of can be interpreted only as a crime. Therefore, it’s
completely out of place, and even fatal for the future, to try
to justify, in the name of higher goals, bestial killings of the
innocent, torturings and rapes, cruel slaughters of people
as well as their systematic persecution from their homes,
so called ethnic cleansing, which is not tolerated any more
in the modern world. Namely, criminals in today’s world 
– no matter who they are and what ideals they are hiding
behind – must be punished. It is also important for the
sake of justice and victims and the old belief that crime
can never pay off. It is also important because only by
treating an individual crime we can avoid treating it as a
general category and labelling whole nations as criminal,
which is something that can easily become our major
concern. It is important as proof that those countries that
want to join Euro Atlantic integrations are ready to
undergo the test of international procedures...

Our state union – Serbia and Montenegro is for that
reason denied access not only into Partnership for Peace
Program or NATO but also into the European Union, as
long as it does not fulfill its obligations towards The Hague
war-crimes tribunal. It is obvious that some people do not
welcome them, but even they understand that this is the
price that has to be paid. The same obligations are
worrying Croatia which has been recently assured that its
joining the European Union will depend not only on the
extradition of General Ante Gotovina but also on returning
home the majority of Serbs exiled in Operation Storm. The
same stands for all the others from this unfortunate
region, including the territory of Kosovo which will have its
chance of becoming an oasis of peace and prosperity
only when all participants honestly face both their deeds
and misdeeds.

Rodoljub GERIC
Politika Journalist and a member 
of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro
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Confrontation the pastUvodnik

jednih i drugih, namernih da im otkinu po koje
bošwa~ko, „istorijsko” par~e zemqe… Stoga su za
mnoge lideri koje su ti narodi do`ivqavali kao
autenti~ne borce za svoja prava još uvek simboli
pravedne borbe za pravedenu stvar, pa nikoga nije
trebalo da iznenadi ~iwenica da su se i ovih dana,
u Srebrenici i u Kninu, kao kakve relikvije nosile
fotografije nespornog zlikovca Ori}a i hrvatskog
generala Gotovine, odbeglog haškog optu`enika,
kao što je postalo uobi~ajeno da ~ak i usred
Beograda, s vremena na vreme, osvanu plakati sa
fotografijama Mladi}a i Karayi}a, bez premca
najslavnijih likova sa haških poternica.

Ratovi su ru`ni i tragi~ni doga|aji, u kojima je
ubijawe sasvim legitimno, ali i u wima postoje
izvesna pravila ~ije se kršewe ne mo`e shvatiti
nikako druga~ije nego kao zlo~in. Zato je sasvim
naopako, a za budu}nost i pogubno, svako pravdawe
višim ciqevima zverskog ubijawa nedu`nih,
mu~ewa i silovawa, bezdušnog kasapqewa qudi,
ali i wihovog sistematskog proterivawa sa
ogwišta, tzv. etni~kog ~iš}ewa, koje se više ne
toleriše u modernom svetu. Naime, zlo~inci u
sadašwem svetu – bez obzira na to ko su i iza
kakvih se velikih ideala skrivaju – moraju da budu
ka`weni. To je va`no zbog pravde i `rtava, ali i
zbog nauka da se zlo~in nikada ne mo`e isplatiti.
Va`no je i zbog toga da bi se wegovom
individualizacijom izbegao tretman zlo~ina kao
opšte kategorije, odnosno da bi se izbeglo
pretvarawe ~itavih naroda u zlikova~ke, što je
ishod koji bi morao posebno da nas zabriwava.
Va`no je i kao dokaz spremnosti zemaqa koje `ele
u evroatlantske integracije da se podvrgnu
me|unarodnim uzusima…

Našoj dr`avi – Srbiji i Crnoj Gori, zbog toga je i
onemogu}en ulazak ne samo u „Partnerstvo za mir”
ili NATO ve} i u Evropsku uniju sve dotle dok ne
ispuni svoje haške obaveze. Naravno, te obaveze se
nekima i ne svi|aju, ali je ~ak i wima jasno da su
cena koja mora da se plati. Iste takve obaveze ima
i Hrvatska, koja se odnedavno i sama uverila da }e
je teško pustiti u Evropsku uniju ne samo dok ne
isporu~i Hagu Gotovinu ve} i dok Srbe prognane u
„Oluji” u ve}em broju ne vrati ku}i. To va`i i za
sve druge, sa ostalih podru~ja ovog nesre}nog
regiona, ukqu~uju}i i kosmetsko, koje }e tek kada se
svi iskreno budu suo~ili sa svojim delima i
nedelima dobiti priliku da se pretvori u oazu
mira i prosperiteta.

Rodoqub GERI],
novinar „Politike” i ~lan 
Atlantskog saveta SCG 
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Suo~avawe sa pro{lo{}u

BALKANSKI RASPLETI BALKAN OUTCOME
o~etkom avgusta Balkan je bio      

poprište još jednog tipi~nog
balkanskog doga|aja, s obaveznim tragi~nim
povodom. Naime, u Kninu je 5. avgusta, uz mnogo
pompe, Hrvatska proslavila desetogodišwicu
„Oluje”, vojne akcije tokom koje su, kako se u toj
dr`avi smatra, „oslobo|eni” svi hrvatski krajevi,
pa se taj datum slavi kao – dr`avni praznik. U isto
vreme, u drugim krajevima, taj dan su obele`avali
kao „dan `alosti”. Ne samo zato što je u navedenoj
akciji stradalo mo`da i više od 5.000 qudi
(ra~una sa da je oko 2.000 poginulo, dok se 3.000
vodi kao „nestalo”) ve} i zato što je pred naletima
hrvatskih trupa svoje ku}e i imawa u Hrvatskoj
napustilo najmawe ~etvrt miliona pripadnika
srpske nacije. Svi oni su do tada bili dr`avqani
Hrvatske, a od tada – izbeglice, od kojih se ogromna
ve}ina još nije vratila u Hrvatsku, a mo`da se
nikada ni ne}e vratiti.

Samo mesec dana ranije, u susednoj Bosni,
dešavalo se nešto sli~no. U Srebrenici se, naime,
11. jula okupio silan svet radi obele`avawa jednog
od najve}ih zlo~ina u minulim balkanskim
ratovima. Re~ je o brutalnoj likvidaciji oko 8.000
Bošwaka, uglavnom civila, koju su po~inile srpske
trupe. Ali, dok se još tugovalo nad `alosnom
sudbinom tih nedu`nih qudi, na istom tom
podru~ju, u Bratuncu, samo dan kasnije, bosanski
Srbi su obele`ili svoj dan tuge, posve}en
pustošewima sela Podriwa i Bir~a. U tim
doga|ajima je stradalo 3.500 pripadnika tog naroda
koje su likvidirale trupe zlo~inca sa druge strane
– Nasera Ori}a.

Istina je da te doga|aje svetska javnost, vaqda
optere}ena predrasudom o donekle „zlo~ina~kijoj”
ulozi Srba u u`asnim balkanskim zbivawima, nije
jednako rangirala, ali se ve} i iz nekih svetskih
agencijskih izveštaja mogao uo~iti izvestan
prodor istine o tome da je tokom sukoba na
teritoriji bivše SFRJ zlo~inaca bilo mawe
-više podjednako – na svim stranama. Me|utim,
koliko god da se ~iwenica o tome teško probija do
svesti svetske javnosti, izgleda da je jednako
teško, ako ne i te`e, po~ela da se probija i do
svesti ovdašwih obi~nih qudi.

Upravo to je do sada i onemogu}avalo suo~avawe
s bolnim istinama. Srbima se, na primer,
svojevremeno morala ~initi kao sasvim legitimna
`eqa za o~uvawem zemqe u kojoj su svi `iveli
zajedno, baš kao što se Hrvatima, verovatno,
opravdanom ~inila borba protiv onih koji su se
zbog toga pobunili i tako zapretili uzurpacijom
hrvatskih teritorija, kao i Bošwacima – protiv i

t the beginning of August, the Balkans
was the scene of yet another typical

Balkan event, with inevitably tragic occasion. Namely, on
August 5th, in Knin, and with much pomp, Croatia
celebrated the 10th anniversary of Operation Storm, the
offensive during which, as it is believed in Croatia, all
Croatian territories were ”liberated“, which is enough
reason for celebrating it as – a national holiday.  At the
same time, in other places, that day was marked as – the
day of mourning. Not only because of the fact that more
than 5000 people were killed during the mentioned
military action (according to some estimations, around
2000 people were killed, while 3000 are considered
”missing“), but also because of the exodus of at least one
quarter million Serbs who were forced to leave their
homes and lands in the face of the approaching Croatians
troops. Up to that moment, they had all been citizens of
Croatia but since that point – refugees, the majority of
whom still has not returned to Croatia and probably never
will. 

Only a month before that event, in the nearby Bosnia,
something similar was taking place. Namely, on July 11th
in Srebrenica, crowds of people gathered in order to give
tribute to one of the worst atrocities in the recent Balkan
wars. The thing in question is a brutal massacre of
approximately 8000 Bosnian Muslims, mostly civilians, by
the Serbian troops. However, as people were still
mourning the tragic destiny of those innocent people, in
the same region, in Bratunac, only a day later, Bosnian
Serbs marked their own day of mourning dedicated to the
ravaging of the villages Podrinje and Birc. In those events,
3500 people of Serbian nationality were executed by the
troops commanded by the Bosnian Muslim militia leader,
another criminal but from the other side – Naser Oric.

The truth is that these events were not equally ranked
by the world, perhaps burdened with prejudices towards
Serbs and their „much more criminal“ role in the heinous
Balkan wars, but in some of the world news agencies’
reports we could olredy notice a certain amount of truth
beginning to surface about the fact that during the
conflicts on the territory of former Yugoslavia, the criminals
were, more or less, equally present on both sides. But, no
matter how difficult it is for the world to realize this fact, it
seems as much difficult, if not even more difficult, for the
ordinary people of our country to realize that. 

That was exactly what prevented us from facing the
painful truth. At the time Serbs must have considered as
perfectly legitimate their wish to preserve the country in
which they all had lived together, likewise Croats may
have seen as justifiable their fight against those who
rebelled and threatened to usurp Croatian territories, as
well as Bosnian Muslims their fight – against both of these
nations who intended to tear off some Muslim, ”historical“
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Interview

• Mr. President, to both domestic and
international public you are known as a
politician who strongly supports the
integration of Serbia into Euro-Atlantic
political, economical and security struc-
tures. What do you expect our citizens
will gain from those integrations?
– One of the greatest gains is certainly

the change in the way of thinking, which is,
in my opinion, the cornerstone of reform,
not only of the defense sector but of the
society itself. The gain for the citizen him-
self is the feeling of positive prospect for
the future or rather a more realistic posibil-
ity for a better situation.

After the killing of Prime Minister
Djindjic, the optimism he managed spread
to the most remote citizen, diminished in
time and feeling of apathy started to domi-
nate again. I feel that the real gain will be
the general feeling of security and belong-
ing to old alliances Serbs cite so often and
in numerous situations. Of course I expect
the greatest gain for those citizens who are
part of the defense system, both uniforms
and civilians. However, it is still early to
talk about the scope and contents of the
partnership contract. Although our present
military cooperation with the NATO coun-
tries provides the framework base for our
future cooperation, we should first wait for
an affirmative answer to our application.

• Still, how to reach consensus in our
politics concerning joining the Partner-
ship for peace Program and consequent-
ly the North Atlantic Alliance bearing in
mind the fact that Republic is divided on
the issue of staring integrations? 
– Our public is insuficiently informed. We

lack the process of public education and
understanding of Euro-Atlantic integration.
In the process of joining, some of our
neighboring countries opened offices to
inform the public about NATO, printed
pamphlets, aired special shows to mould
the public views. We have not reached even
the minimal consensus on issues of
defense, which makes it easy to gain daily
political points on the issues of strategic
determination of our country and people.
Add to this tabloids which cover every pos-
itive step in that direction by flashing titles,
incompetent remarks which rise suspicion
in the altogether baffled public mind and
we have great difficulty in setting the low-
est level of common determination of
Serbian politics to join the Partnership for
Peace and NATO. 

• Would joining to Euro-Atlantic inte-
grations contribute to stabilizing the
political environment in Serbia and
Montenegro?
– Serbia is central country in the region

and its joining the Partnership for Peace
and NATO would additionally stabilize the
security situation in the region and doubt-
lessly the next step would be the stabiliza-
tion of the internal situation in Serbia. I am
an optimist and I believe that, in spite of
current polarized attitudes, Serbian public
would quickly realize the benefits of our
Euro-Atlantic integration. The governing
parties would certainly follow such foreign
policy regardless of current differences.
Serbia should be a contribution to regional
stability through raining the Partnership for
Peace and NATO. If not, a problem will
ensue for both the region and Serbia itself.
In that case in the long run, the region
would be left with a security loophole, the
essential security issues in Southeastern
Europe and West Balkans cannot be solved
without Serbia and Montenegro given the
geo-strategic interest of the countries in the
region. 

• The extradition of General Ratko
Mladic to the Tribunal is the only
remaining condition for the admission
of Serbia and Montenegro to the
Partnership for Peace. What can Serbia
do about it?
– We all know how big that problem is.

I feel, because my experience tells me, that
the international community has very strong
stance on that issue and that the whole
process of our integration is conditioned by
solving of this problem. On the other hand,
the domestic public poses another problem.
How to explain that security integration is
our national interest? I would like close
cooperation of all relevant institutions
regarding his extradition, primarily with the
Serbian Government. When I was  Defense
Minister, it was difficult to have complete
control over the defense system. We had
90% of propesed civil control but only one
percent out of control is enough to create a
problem and doubt that some parts of the
army protect the Hague inditees. The same
goes for the police. But, on several occa-
sions, meeting the representatives of the
leading countries of the international com-
munity, I insisted that they help us by giving
relevant information to solve this problem.

• As a Defense Minister of SCG you ini-
tiated the defense system reform
process. As the member of the Supreme
Defense Council, how do you see the
current reform and how should our
defense system look like?
– It was not easy to start defense system

reforms at the dramatic moment after Zoran
Djindjic, the Serbian Prime Minister and
my old friend, was killed. However, the fact
remains that we reached the greatest con-
ceptual suppositions during the first six
months of my mandate. The Headquarters
became a part of the Defense Ministry as
well as the intelligence and security service
which were later reorganized into agencies.
We established Peace Operations Center;
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Boris Tadic, president of SerbiaIntervju

• Gospodine predsedni~e, u doma}oj i
inostranoj javnosti smatraju Vas
politi~arem koji se sna`no zala`e
za integraciju Srbije u evroatlant-
ske politi~ke, ekonomske i bezbedno-
sne strukture. Kakvu korist za naše
gra|ane o~ekujete od pristupawa
tim integracijama?
– Jedna od najve}ih dobiti je, svakako,

promena na~ina mišqewa, a to smatram
osnovom reforme ne samo u sektoru od-
brane ve} i u društvu uopšte. Dobit za
gra|anina kao pojedinca jeste nada u bu-
du}nost, odnosno realnija mogu}nost da
situacija bude boqa.

Posle ubistva premijera \in|i}a,
optimizam koji je on uspeo da proširi i
do, od vlasti, najudaqenijeg gra|anina
vremenom se izgubio, i ponovo je po~ela
da dominira apatija. Smatram da }e real-
na dobit biti opšte pove}awe sigurno-
sti i ose}aja pripadnosti starim save-
zništvima, na koja se Srbi ~esto poziva-
ju. Naravno, najviše dobiti o~ekujem za
gra|ane koji su direktno ukqu~eni u si-
stem odbrane, bilo u uniformi, bilo u
civilu. I daqe je, ipak, rano da se govori
o obimu i sadr`aju partnerskog ugovora.
Mada se na osnovu sadašwe vojne saradwe
sa zemqama ~lanicama NATO-a ve} vide
osnove za okvire saradwe, treba prvo sa-
~ekati pozitivan odgovor na naš zahtev
za prijem. 

• Kako da se postigne konsenzus na
našoj politi~koj sceni u vezi s pri-
stupawem Programu „Partnerstvo za
mir" i, potom, Severnoatlantskom
savezu s obzirom na podeqeno mišqewe
javnosti?
– Naša javnost nije dovoqno oba-

veštena o evroatlantskim integracija-
ma – nedostaje nam edukacija. Neke sused-
ne dr`ave su u procesu prikqu~ewa ima-
le otvorene kancelarije za informisawe
javnosti o NATO-u, štampane su bro-
šure, prikazivane specijalne emisije –
javnost je oblikovana. Kod nas ne postoji
ni minimalni konsenzus o pitawima od-
brane, pa se stoga lako ubiraju dnevni po-
liti~ki poeni na strateškim pitawima
opredeqewa jedne dr`ave i jednog naro-
da. Kada se tome doda `uta štampa, koja
svaki pozitivan pomak u tom pravcu uvi-
ja u oblande napadnih naslova i nekompe-
tentnih komenatara, koji bude sumwe u
ionako slu|enom javnom mwewu, veoma je
teško postaviti makar dowi prag zajed-

ni~kog opredeqewa srpske politi~ke
scene prema pristupawu „Partnerstvu za
mir”, odnosno Severnoatlantskom save-
tu.

• Da li bi pristupawe evroatlant-
skim integracijama doprinelo stabi-
lizovawu politi~kih prilika u Srbi-
ji i Crnoj Gori?
– Srbija je centralna dr`ava regiona

i pristupawem „Partnerstvu za mir” i
NATO-u dodatno bi se stabilizovale
bezbednosne prilike u regionu, ali bi,
bez sumwe, slede}i korak bilo stabili-
zovawe unutrašwih prilika u Srbiji.
Optimista sam, i verujem da bi, i pored
sadašwih polarizovanih stavova, jav-
nost u Srbiji veoma brzo uvidela kori-
sti od naše evroatlantske integracije.
Stranke na vlasti sigurno bi sledile ta-
kav spoqnopoliti~ki okvir, bez obzira
na sadašwe razlike. Srbija treba pri-
stupawem „Partnerstvu za mir” i NA-
TO-u da doprinese stabilnosti regiona.
U suprotnom, nasta}e problem i za regi-
on, i za Srbiju. U tom slu~aju, u du`em pe-
riodu, u regionu bi ostala bezbednosna
rupa, a suštinska pitawa bezbednosti u
Jugoisto~noj Evropi, odnosno Zapadnom
Balkanu, objektivno ne mogu da se
rešavaju bez u~eš}a Srbije i Crne Gore
s obzirom na geostrateški interes dr-
`ava u regionu. 

• Budu}i da je predaja generala Ratka
Mladi}a Haškom tribunalu jedini
preostali uslov za pridru`ivawe Sr-
bije i Crne Gore „Partnerstvu za
mir”, šta u vezi s tim mo`e da u~ini
Srbija?
– Svima je jasno da je to veliki pro-

blem. Smatram, na osnovu iskustva, da je
stav me|unarodnih ~inilaca veoma ~vrst,
i da od rešavawa tog problema zavisi
naš celokupan proces integracije. Tako-
|e, od rešavawa tog problema zavisi
ostvarewe vrednosti koje promovišem i
zastupam kao predsednik i za koje verujem
da ~ine nacionalni interes. S druge
strane, problem je doma}a javnost. Nai-
me, postavqa se pitawe kako objasniti da
je bezbednosna integracija taj nacional-
ni interes. 

@eleo bih da u vezi s predajom genera-
la Ratka Mladi|a postoji tesna saradwa
svih relevantnih institucija. Mislim,
pre svega, na saradwu s Vladom Srbije. U
vreme dok sam obavqao funkciju mini-
stra odbrane teško smo ostvarivali pot-

punu kontrolu nad sistemom odbrane.
Prema mojoj oceni, ostvarivano je oko 90
odsto zamišqene civilne kontrole, ali
je dovoqno da i jedan jedini procenat bu-
de izvan kontrole za problem i sumwu da
odre|eni delovi Vojske štite haške op-
tu`enike. Isto va`i i za policiju. Ali,
u više navrata, u susretima s predstavni-
cima vode}ih zemaqa me|unarodne zajed-
nice, insistirao sam i na wihovoj pomo-
}i u pru`awu relevantih informacija za
rešavawe tog problema.

• Kao ministar odbrane SCG pokre-
nuli ste reformski proces u sistemu
odbrane. Kako, kao ~lan Vrhovnog save-
ta odbrane, ocewujete sadašwi re-
formski trenutak i kako kona~no
treba da izgleda naš sistem odbane?
– Nije bilo lako u jednom dramati~-

nom trenutku, posle ubistva premijera
Srbije i mog dugogodišweg prijateqa
Zorana \in|i}a, zapo~eti proces re-
formi u sektoru odbrane. Me|utim, ~i-
wenica je da smo najve}e koncepcijske
pretpostavke reforme upravo obezbedi-
li u prvih šest meseci mog mandata. Ge-
neralštab je postao deo Ministarstva
odbrane, kao i obaveštajna slu`ba i slu-
`ba bezbednosti, koje su zatim reorgani-
zovane u agencije. Formirali smo i Cen-
tar za mirovne operacije, došlo nam je
nekoliko vojnih savetnika iz inostran-
stva, brojni naši oficiri upu}eni su na
školovawe u inostrane vojne škole...
Razvili smo intenzivnu vojnodiplomat-
sku aktivnost, pomo}u koje smo znatno
promenili negativnu sliku o nama, što
se posebno videlo po brzoj reakciji snaga
NATO-a posle 17. marta na Kosmetu.
Našim naslednicima u Ministarstvu
ostavili smo gotove nacrte Strategije
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Boris Tadi}, predsednik Repubike Srbije

NEDOSTAJE NAM EDUKACIJA
Srbija je centralna dr`ava u regionu i pristupawem „Partnerstvu za mir”

i Severnoatlantskom savezu dodatno bi se stabilizovale bezbednosne 
prilike u regionu, a slede}i korak bilo bi stabilizovawe unutrašwih

prilika u Srbiji. Optimista sam, i verujem da bi, i pored sadašwih 
polarizovanih stavova, javnost u Srbiji veoma brzo uvidela koristi 

od naše evroatlantske integracije.

WE ARE LACKING IN EDUCATION
Serbia is the central state in the region and by joining the ”Partnership for

Peace” and the  North-Atlantic Union the security situation in the region
would be additionally stabilized, and the next step would be the 

stabilization of Serbia’s internal matters. I am an optimist and  I believe
that the public in Serbia, notwithstanding the current polarized views, has

quickly discerned the benifits of our country’s Euroatlantic integration.



Interview

several foreign military advisers visited us
and majority of our officers started their
education in foreign military schools. We
developed an intensive military-diplomatic
activity which considerably changed the
negative picture formed about us. The
result was the swift reaction of NATO
forces after events in Kosovo on March
17th. We left completed drafts of the
Defense Strategy, Military Doctrine and
White Books adopted throughout last year
to our successors in the Ministry.

Considerable advance was made during
the mandate of Prvoslav Davinic primarily
in already established atmosphere of civil
control which was not the case before 2003.
We had made positive contacts in the
domain of international security which led to
the signing of a set of agreements with

NATO and the United States. Although with
some trouble, the Ministry and Army had a
significant decrease in number. The so –
called second phase of the reform within the
Army, is taking its course and the Supreme
Defense Council determined the number of
military personnel in Montenegro. Still,
some unnecessary affairs, late last year and
early this year, drew public attention from
the fundamental reform issues.

I have personally found that there is a
great lack in understanding of the military
issues among the highest officials in Serbia
which leads to the misunderstanding of the
fact that the Army and defense in general are
some of our unused resources in the world
competition. I support a smaller, more up to
date and mobile army, fit for our security
challenges, participation in peace operations
and able to meet world standards and goals
defined in the ”Defense strategy”. In my
opinion, the ultimate structure of our defense
system will be defined after 2006 when the
question of Montenegro remaining in the
State Union will be answered and the issue
of Kosovo and Metohija status clearer.

• The fate of Kosovo and Metohija
will, probably, be solved during your
mandate. Is it possible to have a solu-
tion that will consider Serbian national
interests?
– In my opinion, yes. We have not used

all political solutions. My invitation to the
Government of Kosovo and Albanian lead-
ers for dialogue stands open. But unfor-
tunately, other solutions are possible as well.
The events of March 17 showed existence of
radical forces in Kosovo politics who need
only a hint to start violence in order to com-
pletely uproot everything Serbian and estab-
lish an independent Kosovo at all costs. If
Kosovo becomes independent, the gain will

that they cannot exercise the same rights as
Albanians in Kosovo? How can we avoid
the domino effect which will disturb the sta-
bility of the region? 

• Could our country become a target for
terrorists? How do you see the role of
Serbia and the State Union in the coun-
terterrorist fight?
– Terrorism is by all means the greatest

security challenge for the world and for our
country as well. After all it is also defined in
our defense Strategy. Regarding terrorism,
Serbia bore the brunt throughout the twenti-
eth century. First the threat came from the
Macedonian and Bulgarian revolutionary
movement, then the pro-fascist movement
and finally extreme Albanian groups which
changed their ideology – from national
through Marxism to criminal. Nevertheless,
terrorist actions of Albanian national move-
ment did not spread beyond their native lan-
guage area. Certainly, the leaders of this
invisible organization estimate that such
steps would be counterproductive although
they have the necessary capacity.

One way to establish complete credibili-
ty in international relations is involvement in
Global war against terrorism. And we have
considerable experience and resources fight-
ing against terrorism on the territory of for-
mer Yugoslavia. If we take a more active
part in that fight in the future, our every
effort will be awarded by the betterment of
the situation in Kosovo. On the other hand,
the fact that we still do not have troops in any
international operation like Afghanistan and
Iraq and are minimally involved in such
events, puts us out of attention of real terror-
ist threats. 

• What is your comment on political
and public reaction in the countries of
former Yugoslavia to the ten year
anniversary of, according to many, the
greatest crimes in Europe after the II
World War (Srebrenica, Oluja)? 
– It seems to me that no such question can

be asked in a normal way in the Balkans.
Some of the reactions from the neighboring
countries were of the Bolshevik kind. The
essential value of the current civilization is the
right of every human being to live and I sup-
port it. Many in our politics feel comfortable
with the state of political chaos which could
lead to disastrous consequences for our peo-
ple and country. I stand up to such politics of
course.

All those reactions demonstrated that, for
a moment, the political atmosphere turned
into a warlike one. Regarding the reactions in
Serbia, I am prompted to wonder whether we
have greater and smaller Milosevics. I am
particularly fascinated by the question of how
big our distance from the war is. Every gener-
ation in Serbia has its own war experience i.e.
its personal determination in relation to the
war. Therefore I feel that the vital Serbian
interest to today is several decades in peace.

V. KADIJEVIC
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Intervju

odbrane, Vojne doktrine i Bele kwige,
koje su usvojene tokom prošle i ove godi-
ne. 

Smatram da je i za vreme mandata Pr-
voslava Davini}a ostvaren zna~ajan na-
predak. Pre svega, na osnovu ve} stvorene
civilne kontrole, koja je pre 2003. nedo-
stajala. Na me|unarodnom vojnobezbedno-
snom planu ostvareni su pozitivni kon-
takti, koji su doveli do potpisivawa se-
ta sporazuma s NATO-om i Sjediwenim
Dr`avama. Iako uz trzavice, zna~ajno je
smaweno brojno stawe u Ministarstvu i
Vojsci. Takozvana druga faza reforme u
Vojsci napreduje svojim tokom, a na nivou
VSO odre|en je broj qudi koji su u sasta-
vu Vojske na teritoriji Crne Gore. Ipak,
nekoliko nepotrebnih afera, krajem pro-
šle i tokom ove godine, skrenulo je pa-
`wu javnosti s fundamentalnih pitawa
reforme.

Li~no sam ustanovio da postoji veli-
ko nepoznavawe vojne problematike u vr-
hu srpske politi~ke scene, pa otuda i ne-
razumevawe da su Vojska i odbrana uop-
šte jedan od naših neiskoriš}enih re-
sursa u svetskoj utakmici. Zala`em se za
mawu, moderniju i mobilniju vojsku, pri-
merenu našim bezbednosnim izazovima i
u~eš}u u mirovnim operacijama, odnosno
svetskim standardima i ciqevima koji su
definisani u Strategiji odbrane. Mi-
slim da }e se kona~an izgled našeg siste-
ma odbrane profilisati posle 2006. go-
dine, kada bude razrešeno pitawe ostan-
ka Crne Gore u dr`avnoj zajednici, ali i
kada bude jasnije pitawe statusa Kosova i
Metohije.

• Sudbina Kosova i Metohije }e se
verovatno rešiti za vreme Vašeg
mandata. Da li je mogu}e da se prili-
kom kona~nog rešavawe tog proble-
ma uva`e srpski nacionalni i dr-
`avni interesi?
– Mislim da je takvo rešewe mogu}e.

Nisu sva politi~ka rešewa iscrpena.
Moj poziv na dijalog kosovskoj vladi i
albanskim prvacima je otvoren. Ali, na-
`alost, mogu}a su i druga~ija rešewa.
Doga|aji od 17. marta pokazali su da u ko-
smetskom politi~kom `ivotu postoje i
radikalne snage, kojima nedostaje samo
jedan impuls pa da pokrenu talas nasiqa
radi potpunog iskorewivawa svega što
je srpsko i stvarawa, po svaku cenu, neza-
visnog Kosova. A ako se to desi, korist
}e imati samo radikalne snage – Srbi }e
po~eti da napuštaju Kosovo i veoma
teško }e se odr`ati stabilnost u regio-
nu. Kako objasniti drugima u regionu da
ne treba da koriste ista prava kao i Al-
banci s Kosmeta? Kako izbe}i domino-
efekat, kojim }e se narušiti stabil-
nost regiona? 

• Da li se naša zemqa mo`e na}i na
meti terorista? Kako vidite ulogu
Srbije i dr`avne zajednice u anti-
teroristi~koj borbi?
– Terorizam je najve}i bezbednosni

izazov u svetu, pa i za našu zemqu. To je,

uostalom, definisano i u našoj strate-
giji odbrane. Srbija je gotovo kroz ~i-
tav 20. vek bila na udaru terorizma. Ne-
kada je to bio makedonski ili velikobu-
garski revolucionarni pokret, potom
ustaški pokret, zatim ekstremne alban-
ske grupacije, koje su kroz decenije me-
wale ideološki okvir – od nacional-
nog, preko marksisti~kog, do kriminal-
nog okvira. Ipak, karakteristi~no je za
albanski nacionalni pokret da nisu
preduzimane teroristi~ke aktivnosti
izvan okvira wihovog govornog podru~-
ja. Svakako, vrh te nevidqive organiza-
cije procewuje da bi takvi koraci, za
koje, nesumwivo, imaju kapacitete, bili
samo kontraproduktivni. 

Jedan od na~ina za sticawe kredibi-
liteta u me|unarodnim odnosima jeste
ukqu~ivawe u globalni rat protiv tero-

rizma, a mi za to imamo zna~ajno iskustvo
i resurse. Smatram da bi, ukoliko bismo
u budu}nosti aktivnije u~estvovali u
borbi protiv terorizma, svaki takav na-
por bio krunisan poboqšawem naše po-
zicije u odnosu na Kosmet. S druge stra-
ne, zbog ~iwenice da naša zemqa još
uvek nema svoje efektive ni u jednoj me-
|unarodnoj operaciji poput onih u Avga-
nistanu ili Iraku, kao i da je naša ulo-
ga u politi~kim zbivawima u vezi s tim
minimalna, za nas ne postoje realne tero-
risti~ke pretwe.

• Šta mislite o reakciji politi~ke
i najšire javnosti u zemqama bivše
Jugoslavije povodom obele`avawa de-
setodišwice od zlo~ina (Srebreni-
ca, „Oluja”) koje mnogi smatraju naj-
ve}im u Evropi posle Drugog svetskog
rata?
– ^ini mi se da nijedno takvo pitawe

na Balkanu ne mo`e da se postavi na nor-
malan na~in. Neke reakcije iz susednih
zemaqa bile su upravo boqševi~ke. Ele-
mentarna vrednost sadašwe civilizaci-

je jeste pravo na `ivot svakog qudskog
bi}a, i ja se zala`em za takvo poimawe
stvarnosti. Mnogima, ~ak i u našem po-
liti~kom `ivotu, sada odgovara poli-
ti~ki haos, a posledice takvog stava mo-
gu da budu katastrofalne i za narod i za
dr`avu. Naravno, protivnik sam takve
politike. 

Sve te reakcije su pokazale da je poli-
ti~ka atmosfera na tren pretvorena u
atmosferu rata. Reakcije na srpskoj sce-
ni navele su me da razmišqam ko je ve}i,
a ko mawi Miloševi}. Posebno me fa-
scinira ~iwenica da svaka generacija u
Srbiji ima svoje ratno iskustvo, odnosno
da mora da se odre|uje prema ratu. Stoga
smatram da je vitalni srpski interes da
se sastavi nekoliko decenija u potpunom
miru.

V. KADIJEVI]
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• Gospodine predsedni~e, Vi ste
od osnivawa Atlantskog saveta
podr`avali wegove aktivnosti, a
u nekima ste i li~no u~estvovali.
Kako ocewujete ulogu takve ne-
vladine organizacije u našem
društvu?
– Veoma je pozitivno da postoje or-

ganizacije koje promovišu evroatlant-
ske vrednosti – i nevladine, i vladi-
ne. Otuda vaša organizacija ima pose-
ban zna~aj u dopunskoj edukaciji naše
javnosti, ali i stru~waka, o osnovnim
postulatima evroatlantskih integra-
cija. Sve takve projekte podr`avam jer
shvatam da od wih, generalno, imamo
koristi. Tamo gde ne mogu da dosegnu
institucije, zbog tromosti ili neshva-
tawa trenutka, mogu organizacije kao
što je vaša. 

• Mr. President, you have support-
ed the actions of the Atlantic
Council since its establishment.
You even participated personally
in some of them. How do you see
the role of such a nongovernmen-
tal organization in our society?
– Existence of both governmental

and nongovernmental organizations
which will promote Euro-Atlantic values
is very positive. This is why your organi-
zation has special significance in educa-
tion of our public and experts about the
fundamentals of Euro-Atlantic integra-
tions. I support all such projects because
I realise that the benefit is general. Your
organization can reach places where
institutions cannot, due to their slowness
and misunderstanding of the moment.

be only for the radical forces. Serbs will
begin to leave Kosovo and it will be very dif-
ficult to retain stability in the region. How
can we explain to the others in the region

Foto: Pres slu`ba predsednika 
Republike Srbije



World

“One person’s terrorist is another per-
son’s freedom fighter” is a maxim that is
clearly erroneous because terrorism is a
means and freedom is an end. There are
few, if any, terrorist campaigns worldwide
that have contributed to human freedom.
They have invariably constricted or
destroyed human freedom and so the
adage that one democracy’s terrorist is
another democracy’s terrorist is appropri-

ate. But is it true in practice? Well, strictly
speaking, no. For a terrorist attack can be a
product of the attacked country’s democra-
cy. This was Britain’s experience when
dealing with its own indigenous terrorists in
the 1970s and beyond. The Irish republican
army’s (PIRA) terrorist campaign lasted
well over thirty years, killing over 3000
people and injuring around 30000. Yet the
terrorist campaign was never a major con-
cern to even our closest allies until they
themselves came under a similar attack.

Generations of Irish-Americans have
largely funded and, in considerable meas-
ure, supported the aims, if not always the
means, of PIRA. Spain had a similar expe-
rience. Her near neighbour, France, failed to
offer sustained help to the Spanish security
forces until the French themselves felt
threatened by the territorial incursions of
ETA’s murderous activities. Both West
Germany (as it then was) and Italy often
complained that left-wing terrorism during
the 1970s did not induce a comprehensive
European or worldwide response. 

A Blow to Democracy and Freedom 
Collective wisdom has it that things have

changed since the appalling events of
September 11th 2001 when al-Qaeda initiat-
ed its audacious attack on the world’s
remaining superpower, the United States of
America. Namely, in its wake democracies
would stand together to face down the perni-
cious threat of trans-national terrorism in an
unshakable alliance. This time things would
surely be different given the declaration of
war by Osama bin Laden on “Satan’s US
troops and the devil’s supporters allying
with them”. Now in the light of this transpar-
ent challenge we would all be on the same
side. Well, not quite yet. The al-Qaeda
bombings in March 2004 led to Spain with-
drawing its troops from Iraq in order to
appease the very same terrorists.

Neither the UN nor the EU had
adhered to a comprehensive counter-ter-
rorist strategy along the lines agreed with
NATO. Following last year’s Madrid train
bombings and in anticipation of further
attacks elsewhere – like the more recent
attacks on the London underground – the
EU made fulsome promises to cooperate
in combating terrorism. In June 2004, 150
separate measures were agreed by the EU
and two-thirds of these have been promul-
gated into political decisions. These
include EU-wide agreements to phase in

passports with two biometric identities
(fascial scans and fingerprints) and other
measures to prevent illegal money trans-
fers. The setting up of the “situation cen-
tre” in Brussels has provided a platform
enabling EU members to share crucial
intelligence and make appropriate res-
ponses to specific terrorist attacks. 

Yet future performance will depend on
the EU’s emergent law-enforcement insti-
tutions – the Euro police agency and
Eurojust – which have yet to prove them-
selves in operational conditions. The top
counter-terrorism official in Brussels, Gris
de Vries of the Netherlands, can only per-
suade member-states to cooperate. He
cannot enforce his edicts. In reality neither
the UN nor the EU has done much more
than pass multiple unenforceable resolu-
tions with Brussels offering a new swathe
of measures that are largely symbolic.

Reasons for the Failure 
of International Institutions
What lessons therefore can we deduce

from the singular failure of the principal
international institutions to greatly
enhance the security and unity of demo-
cratic countries since the events of Sep-
tember 11th 2001?

Several lessons seem obvious: when
under attack from al-Qaeda, it is better to
rely on your own national response capa-
bilities to begin with rather than rely sole-
ly on the efforts of your presumed allies.
Unilateral action is inevitable but should
be augmented by cooperative action with
reliable allies who can be trusted.
Multilateral action through the UN or the
EU, but preferably through NATO, should
always be a long-term option. Allies are of
course a prerequisite of, but not a suffi-
cient condition for, successfully pursuing
a counterinsurgency campaign. The logic
is that you have to act decisively against
terrorists by breaking their operational
cells at home and abroad. We need a
grand, but ad hoc, alliance of democratic
allies in order to confront and defeat this
new Islamist menace in the 21st century.

Fundamentally success means convert-
ing the Islamic world to the norms of free
and open dialogue. It must be understood
that the individual nations of the West are
confronted by the biggest threat to securi-
ty since Hitler’s Germany or Stalin’s
Russia. The threat manifestly comes from
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The International Community Facing a Great Trial Svet

Maksima: „Ono što je za jednog ~oveka
terorista, za drugog je borac za slo-
bodu”; o~igledno je neta~na, jer je te-

rorizam sredstvo, a sloboda – ciq. Malo-
brojne su, ako ih uopšte i ima, terori-
sti~ke kampawe širom sveta kojima se do-
prinelo qudskoj slobodi. Wima je, bez izu-
zetka, ograni~avana ili uništavana qud-
ska sloboda, tako da je sasvim prikladna
izreka da je terorista jedne demokratije
terorista druge demokratije. Ali, da li je
zaista tako i u praksi? Striktno govore}i
– nije. Jer, teroristi~ki napad mo`e da bu-
de proizvod demokratije zemqe u kojoj je
izveden. Upravo takvo iskustvo imala je
Velika Britanija tokom sedamdesetih go-
dina prošlog veka, kada je vodila borbu sa
svojim doma}im teroristima. Teroristi~-
ka kampawa Irske republikanske armije
(IRA) trajala je du`e od trideset godina,
a za to vreme ubijeno je više od 3.000 i ra-
weno oko 30.000 qudi. Ipak, terorizam ni-
kada nije zabrinuo ~ak ni naše najbli`e
saveznike sve dok se i oni sami nisu našli
na udaru sli~nih napada.

Generacije Amerikanaca irskog pore-
kla izdvajale su velika sredstva da bi fi-
nansirale i, donekle, podr`avale ciqeve,
ako ne uvek i sredstva, Irske republikan-
ske armije. Španija je imala sli~no isku-
stvo. Wen prvi sused, Francuska, nije pru-
`ala pomo} španskim snagama bezbedno-
sti sve dok i sama nije osetila opasnost od
ubila~kih napada ETA, koja je po~ela da
ih izvodi i na wenoj teritoriji. Zapadna
Nema~ka i Italija ~esto su se `alile na
~iwenicu da levo orijentisani terorizam
tokom sedamdesetih godina 20. veka nije
izazvao opštu reakciju ni Evrope, ni sve-
ta.

Udar na demokratiju i slobodu
Opšta je procena da se situacija pro-

menila nakon nemilih doga|aja 11. septem-
bra 2001, kada je „Al Kaida” izvela napad
na jedinu preostalu svetsku silu – Sjedi-
wene Ameri~ke Dr`ave. Naime, posle to-
ga, više demokratskih zemaqa osnovalo je
~vrst savez da bi se suprotstavile opasnoj
pretwi od transnacionalnog terorizma.
Toga puta situacija je zaista bila druga~i-
ja budu}i da je Osama bin Laden objavio
rat „Satanskim ameri~kim vojnicima i
wihovim ðavoqim saveznicima”. Suo~eni
s takvim o~iglednim izazovom, svi smo se
našli na istoj strani. A mo`da i nismo?
Zbog teroristi~kig napada na Španiju, u
martu 2004, koje je organizovala „Al Kai-
da”, Španija je bila primorana da povu~e
svoje vojnike iz Iraka da bi umirila tero-
riste.

Ni Ujediwene nacije ni Evopska unija
nisu se pridr`avale opšte strategije
NATO-a za borbu protiv terorizma. Na-
kon prošlogodišwih bombi postavqenih
u madridskom metrou i u iš~ekivawu bu-
du}ih napada u svetu – kao što su nedavni
napadi na londonsku podzemnu `eleznicu –
Evropska unija je preuveli~ala obe}awa
da }e saraðivati u borbi protiv teorizma.
U junu 2004. donela je 150 pojedina~nih me-
ra, od kojih su dve tre}ine zvani~no pro-
glašene politi~kim odlukama. Neke od
wih se odnose na dogovor EU da polako
uvodi pasoše s biometrijskim podacima
(snimak lica i otisci prstiju), kao i da
preuzima druge mere za spre~avawe ile-
galnog transfera novca. Osnivawem „si-
tuacionog centra” u Briselu obezbeðena je
platforma koja omogu}ava ~lanovima EU
uvid u najzna~ajnije obaveštajne slu`be
drugih zemaqa i odgovaraju}u reakciju na
pojedina~ne teroristi~ke napade.

Budu}e delovawe zavisi}e, ipak, od no-
voformiranih institucija EU za uspešno
sprovoðewe zakona: Evropske agencije za
policiju (the Euro police agency) i Evroju-
sta, koje tek treba da se doka`u u operativ-
nim uslovima. Visoki zvani~nik za borbu
protiv terorizma u Briselu Gris da Vris,
iz Holandije, mo`e samo da ubedi zemqe
~lanice da saraðuju – ne mo`e da primeni
svoje ukaze. U praksi, ni UN ni EU nisu
uradile ništa više od donošewa brojnih
neprimewivih rezolucija, pri ~emu Bri-
sel nudi novi paket mera, koje su uglavnom
simboli~ne. 

Uzroci neuspeha meðunarodnih 
institucija
Dakle, kakvu lekciju mo`emo nau~iti

iz pojedina~nih neuspeha glavnih meðuna-
rodnih institucija da zna~ajno poja~aju
mere bezbednosti i jedinstvo demokrat-
skih zemaqa posle dogaðaja koji su obele-
`ili 11. septembar 2001?

Nekoliko lekcija nam se ~ini o~igled-
nim: ako vas napadne „Al Kaida”, boqe je
da se za po~etak oslawate na sopstvene od-
rambene sposobnosti nego da zavisite is-
kqu~ivo od napora svojih navodnih save-
znika. Unilateralna akcija je neizbe`na,
ali ona treba da se poja~a saradwom sa sa-
veznicima kojima mo`e da se veruje. Mul-
tilateralna akcija kroz UN i EU, ali pre
svega kroz NATO, trebalo bi da bude dugo-
ro~na opcija. Saveznici su, bez sumwe,
glavni, ali ne i dovoqan uslov za uspešnu
kampawu u borbi protiv terorizma. Lo-
gi~no je da protiv terorista moramo da de-
lujemo odlu~no: razbijawem wihovih ope-
rativnih }elija i u zemqi, i u inostran-

stvu. Potreban nam je veliki, ali ad hoc sa-
vez demokratskih zemaqa ako `elimo da se
suprotstavimo i pokorimo tu novu islami-
sti~ku pretwu 21. veka.

U osnovi, uspeh zna~i prevoðewe is-
lamskog sveta na norme slobodnog i otvo-
renog dijaloga. Mora biti jasno da je svaka
zapadna zemqa suo~ena s najve}om pretwom
bezbednosti još od Hitlerove Nema~ke
ili Staqinove Rusije. Ta pretwa jasno do-
lazi kako od islamskog militarizma, tako
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Meðunarodna zajednica pred velikim iskušewem

MO@EMO LI POBEDITI TERORIZAM?
Svetu je, pre svega, potrebna globalna antiteroristi~ka strategija sa iskrenom koalicijom, koja bi se formirala

radi suprotstavqawa zajedni~koj pretwi. U meðuvremenu, „Al Kaida” mo`e da se kontroliše samo dobro
promišqenom nacionalnom akcijom, kojom treba da se spre~i ili umawi šteta nanesena civilnoj populaciji.

Takoðe, potrebna nam je, radi otklawawa pretwi, odgovaraju}a kombinacija takti~ke odbrane i strateške akcije. 

CAN WE OVERCOME TERRORISM
The world, above all, needs global anti-terrorist strategy with a genuine coalition which would be created as a
means for resisting a common threat. Meanwhile, ‘al-Qaeda’ can be controlled only by prudent national action
that should prevent or reduce damage imposed on the civil population. Also, in order to ward off the threat, we
need a proper combination of tactical defense and strategic action.

Wujork, 11. septembar 2001. New York, 11th September 2001
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World

both militant Islam and from rogue states
possibly armed with weapons of mass
destruction (WMD). The next phase of the
war on global terrorism is swiftly unfold-
ing and it is utterly clear that this will
prove to be dangerous and protracted.

Can terrorism be defeated? Certainly it
should be feasible over time to unravel al-
Qaeda’s loose network on the basis of an
anti-terrorist operation conducted world-
wide. It appears that all previous insurgen-
cies whether ideological, separatist, or
nationalist have succeeded, if only for a
time, by meeting four prerequisites:
exploiting a unifying cause,  confronting a
weak opponent, seizing a strategic oppor-
tunity when the political environment was
favourable, and relying on outside support
from state and non-state actors (for exam-
ple, tacit support from rogue states and
anti-Western elites). 

We need a comprehensive counter-
insurgency strategy within a genuine coali-
tion that is formed to combat the shared
threat. Meanwhile Al-Qaeda can only be
checked by well-judged national action cal-
culated to prevent or limit the damage done
to our civil population. We also need a
proper mixture of tactical defence and
strategic action to ward off threats.

Transnational Terrorism
The insurgents’ attempts to appeal to the

Muslim diaspora of some 17 million in
western Europe constitutes an Achilles heel
although this is not to suggest that all
Muslims are potential terrorists. In fact the

fundamentalists are a self-styled group
whose ideology is at odds with the vast
majority of the people living in both the
Arab and Muslim communities worldwide.
We need, however, to recognise that Islamic
fundamentalism is a pathological reaction
to the spread of liberal democratic values.
This is a battle we cannot afford to loose.

Are we winning or loosing the war on
transnational terrorism? The jury is still
out. But it is a war we can win by reinvent-
ing a proper sense of realism. We are at
war, not in the traditional sense, but in an
asymmetrical struggle to defend our values
and unique way of life: a war of necessity
not a war of choice. We are a short step
away from the age of catastrophic terrorism
in which weapons of mass destruction are
used by terrorist cells against vast civilian
targets. We are seeing the birth of a new
breed of terrorists whose mind-set reveals a
different value system from the politically
motivated terrorists of the past. They dis-
play a greater readiness to kill on the grand
scale in the name of a divine duty justified
by scripture. They have been described as
the ultimate terrorists who view death and
destruction as an end in itself. Their
fiendish designs are too absurd to contem-
plate and their ultimate defeat will come in
the fullness of time. Yet many live in denial
that this threat is real and this is easy to
understand given the cosmic nature of the
scenario. We would all prefer the threat to
be unreal or even really non-existent. But
the evidence suggests otherwise. 

It would be an attitude of the nursery to

suppose that al-Qaeda is just a metaphysi-
cal idea whose capacity to harm us lies in
our own psychological fear. We can begin
to defeat the al-Qaeda franchise when we
take the threat seriously. Its never too late
once fear gives way to resolve and the
determination to plan for the future which
is ours to claim. The democracies should
stand together or they will hang separately.

Is the Terrorism Threat 
Exaggerated?
Finally, has the terrorist threat been

exaggerated by government for reasons of
political expediency as suggested in Adam
Curtis’s T.V. documentary shown on
BBC2, The Power of Nightmares? This
film portrays America as having a para-
noid culture constantly seeking new ene-
mies to justify its robust geopolitical agen-
da which Tony Blair, the British Prime
Minister, has in effect supported by going
to war with Iraq in the spring of 2003. Of
course, terrorist attacks both before and
since the Iraq war have a well established
basis but some have argued that Iraq has
become a focus for Islamist extremists in
Britain who attempt to justify their violent
acts against the British people by refer-
ence to allied conduct in Iraq vis-à-vis the
civilian population and the misuse of pris-
oners etc. leaving open the issue whether
Iraq is a dominant issue for a range of
extremist groups and individuals in the
UK, Europe and beyond, there is incontro-
vertible evidence that the risk of terrorism
is global and has been so well before the
invasion of Iraq to remove Saddam
Hussein.

Clearly before the onset of nuclear,
biological and chemical terrorism (NBC)
– which may only be months or years
away – terrorism may in statistical terms
appear less injurious than murders and
road deaths as recorded in most advanced
societies. Yet this rather misses the point:
terrorists kill in the name of politics or
religion or both, in which they deliberate-
ly seek out the innocent to take their lives
in a symbolic attack on the target group, in
order to terrify and intimidate in an indis-
criminate manner. Once such tactics can
be implemented with increasingly destruc-
tive means, as Osama bin Laden has
threatened, then we enter a conflict of an
unlimited character – the age of cata-
strophic terrorism. We must have the will
to prevent this by tackling the lesser but
still lethal form of contemporary terror-
ism. If we do this then the worst may
never happen.

Ph. D Geoffrey Lee WILLIAMS, 
Director of the Institute of Economics 
and Political Studies in Cambridge
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Svet

i od zemaqa s totalitarnim re`imima ko-
je pospešuju terorizam i verovatno pose-
duju oru`je za masovno uništewe, tzv. ro-
gue states. Slede}a faza u ratu protiv glo-
balnog terorizma odvija}e se velikom br-
zinom i potpuno je jasno da }e se pokazati
kao opasna i, nadasve – duga.

Mo`emo li da pobedimo terorizam?
Trebalo bi, u dogledno vreme, da se razot-
krije slabo povezana mre`a „Al Kaide” na
osnovu antiteroristi~kih operacija koje
se vode širom sveta. Izgleda da su sve
prethodne pobune – ideološke, separati-
sti~ke ili nacionalisti~ke – uspele, ma-
kar i kratkotrajno, zbog toga što su bila
ispuwena ~etiri preduslova: jedinstvena
motivacija, suo~avawe sa slabim protiv-
nikom, iskoriš}avawe strateške mogu}-
nosti u povoqnim politi~kim okolnosti-
ma i oslawawe na spoqnu podršku kako
dr`avnih, tako i nedr`avnih elemenata
(na primer, pre}utna podrška antidemo-
kratskih zemaqa i antizapadne elite).

Nama je, pre svega, potrebna globalna
antiteroristi~ka strategija sa iskrenom
koalicijom, koja bi se formirala radi su-
protstavqawa zajedni~koj pretwi. U meðu-
vremenu, „Al Kaida” mo`e da se kontroli-
še samo dobro promišqenom nacional-
nom akcijom, kojom treba da se spre~i ili
umawi šteta nanesena našoj civilnoj po-
pulaciji. Takoðe, potrebna nam je, radi ot-
klawawa pretwi, odgovaraju}a kombina-
cija takti~ke odbrane i strateške akcije. 

Transnacionalni terorizam
Pokušaji pobuwenika da se pozivaju na

muslimansku dijasporu, koju ~ini oko 17
miliona qudi u Zapadnoj Evropi, jesu Ahi-
lova peta, iako ne zna~i da su svi muslima-
ni potencijalni teroristi. U stvari, fun-
damentalisti su samoproklamovana grupa
~ija se ideologija ne sla`e sa ideologijom
ogromne ve}ine qudi koji `ive širom
sveta u arapskim i muslimanskim zajedni-
cama. Meðutim, potrebno je da se u islam-
skom fundamentalizmu prepozna pato-
loška reakcija na širewe liberalnih de-
mokratskih vrednosti, i to je borba koju
ne smemo da izgubimo.

Da li dobijamo ili gubimo rat protiv
transnacionalnog terorizma? Porota još
uvek ve}a, ali to je rat koji mo`emo da do-
bijemo ako zaista razumemo realnost. Mi
smo u ratu, ne u tradicionalnom smislu, ali
smo ipak u nejednakoj borbi za odbranu
naših vrednosti i jedinstvenog na~ina `i-
vota: to je rat potreba, a ne izbora. Mi smo
samo mali korak nadomak katastrofalnog
terorizma, u kojem teroristi~ke }elije ko-
riste oru`je za masovno uništewe da bi
uništile mnoštvo civilnih meta. Svedo-
ci smo nastanka nove vrste terorista, koji
imaju druga~iji sistem vrednosti od poli-
ti~ki motivisanih terorista iz prošlo-
sti. Oni pokazuju ve}u spremnost za masov-
na ubijawa, a sve u ime verske du`nosti, ko-
ja je opravdana prema svetim kwigama. Opi-
sani su kao vrhunski teroristi ~iji su ciq
smrt i uništewe. Wihovi zlo~ina~ki pro-
jekti su isuviše apsurdni da bi se o wima

razmišqalo, ali }e, kad-tad, biti kona~no
pora`eni. Ipak, mnogi negiraju tu pretwu
kao realnu, što je lako razumqivo s obzi-
rom na kosmi~ku prirodu celog scenarija.
Mi bismo svi voleli da verujemo da je pret-
wa nerealna ili, ~ak, da ne postoji. Ali,
dokazi ukazuju na suprotno.

Pretpostavka da je „Al Kaida” samo
metafizi~ka ideja, ~ija sposobnost da nas
povredi postoji samo u našem sopstvenom
strahu, li~i na de~iji stav. Mo`emo po~e-
ti sa borbom protiv prava glasa „Al Kai-
de” onda kada ozbiqno shvatimo postoje}u
pretwu. Naime, nikada nije kasno da se
strah povu~e pred rešenoš}u i odlu~-
noš}u u planirawu budu}nosti za koju
imamo prava da tvrdimo da je naša. Demo-
kratske zemqe treba da se ujedine, ili }e
pojedina~no pasti u toj borbi.

Da li se preuveli~ava pretwa 
od terorizma
I na kraju, da li je pretwu od terorista

Vlada preuveli~ala samo zato što se to
uklapa u wenu trenutnu politiku, kako je
nagovešteno u televizijskom dokumentar-
cu Adama Kurtisa Mo} no}nih mora, koji
je prikazan na Bi-Bi-Siju? U filmu je
Amerika opisana kao zemqa paranoi~ne
kulture u kojoj se neprestano tra`e novi
neprijateqi kako bi se opravdala ~vrsta
geopolti~ka agenda koju je Toni Bler, bri-
tanski premijer, podr`ao time što je
ušao u rat sa Irakom 2003. godine. Narav-
no, teroristi~ki napadi i pre i posle ra-
ta u Iraku dobro su utemeqeni, ali neki
smatraju da su se islamski ekstremisi u
Britaniji fokusirali na Irak u `eqi da
opravdaju svoje nasilni~ke napade na Bri-

tance. Naime, oni se pozivaju na ponašawe
savezni~kih zemaqa u Iraku prema civil-
noj populaciji, na wihovo iskoriš}avawe
zatvorenika itd., pa se postavqa pitawe da
li je Irak glavni razlog brojnih ekstre-
misti~kih grupa i pojedinaca u Velikoj
Britaniji, Evropi, i šire, ili nije. Sve u
svemu, neosporna je ~iwenica da je rizik
od terorizma globalan, i da je takav bio i
pre invazije na Irak koja je sprovedena ra-
di svrgavawa s vlasti Sadama Huseina.

Pre izbijawa sve o~iglednijeg nukle-
arnog, biološkog i hemijskog terorizma –
od kojeg nas mo`da dele meseci ili godine
– prema najnovijim statisti~kim podaci-
ma zabele`enim u najnaprednijim druš-
tvima, broj `rtava u teroristi~kim napa-
dima mawi je od broja `rtava ubistava i
poginulih u saobra}ajnim nesre}ama.
Ipak, poenta nije u tome: teroristi ubija-
ju u ime politike ili religije, ili i jed-
nog i drugog. Oni namerno oduzimaju `i-
vot nevinim osobama u simboli~nom napa-
du na ciqnu grupu, a sve radi zastrašiva-
wa, bez pravqewa ikakvih razlika. Kada
se primeni takva taktika, uz sve ve}u mo-
gu}nost za koriš}ewe sredstva za masovno
uništewe, ~ime je Osama bin Laden i pre-
tio, onda se ulazi u konflikt neograni~e-
nog karaktera – u doba katastrofalnog te-
rorizma. Mi moramo imati voqe da spre-
~imo takvu budu}nost tako što }emo se
uhvatiti u koštac sa mawom, ali i daqe
smrtonosnom, formom trenutnog terori-
zma. Ako budemo tako postupali, mo`da
nam se najgore nikada ne}e dogoditi.

Dr Yefri Li VILIJAMS,
direktor Instituta za ekonomiju 
i politi~ke nauke u Kembriyu

Atlantis • Broj 2 • Leto 2005.14

Wujork, 11. septembar 2001. New York, 11th September 2001 London, 4. jul 2005. London, July 4th, 2005

Foto: David Kuhn



Europe

Nowadays, it is said with open malice,
that the Luxembourg presidency of the
EU Council marked the beginning of

the EU precipitous end and that after the
referendum fiasco the EU days are num-
bered. Moreover, some analysts believe this
to be a definite end of the EU which will,
according to them, cease to exist in ten
years' time.

However, if we leave aside the euphoria
of  eurosceptics and political cynics and try
to reach some kind of more realistic conclu-
sion about the EU and its current situation,
we should, above all, try to find the reason
why the majority of population in the two
important European countries was opposed
to the European Constitution. 

Reasons for European 
Citizens’ Mistrust
In order to find an answer to this question

we should start from the fact that the
Constitution was neither  known nor clear,
nor even interesting to the vast majority of
the electorate and that some entirely different
orientations and aspirations were in question.
This constitution could not have been the the
document on which some kind of stronger
European integration could be based, since
even before the referendum, many had
thought it to be a hardly comprehensible doc-
ument made by the European gerontocratic
group led by the interests of  multicapitalists

and, in fact, impregnated with the ideas of
large business and the desire for market
expansion. The authorities in France and the
Netherlands did not take much trouble then to
clarify the Constitution, until the end when
then appointed some distinguished personali-
ties from the world of politics, culture and
sport to confirm that the document in ques-
tion is useful and should be accepted without
any reservations.

Apart from this, the authorities in France
were strongly convinced that the Consti-
tution would be ratified, and that it would
be another proof not only of the popularity
of the European idea  but, above all, of
Jacques Chirac's national and European
politics. This is the very reason why
President Chirac insisted upon holding the
general referendum, even though he could
have taken measures to obtain the approval
of the Constitution from the Parlament.
Nevertheless, because of the internal politi-
cal reasons and the conviction that the
Franch grandeur would be particularly
shown by the voter's orientation, as well as
that it would be another proof of the power
of France in the European integration
process, President Chirac wished for that
simbolic sign of his popularity only to
present it to his european colleagues. This
wrong assessment largely contributed to
France saying NO, in which way the citi-
zens declared themselves primarily against
President Chirac's politics and then against
him as their leader, seeing this as a good
opportunity to punish him before the next
election. This was doubtless the main rea-
son, whereas the content of the Constitution
was only an occasion for showing their
mood.

In the Netherlands, apart from certain
dissatisfaction with the Government, the
most striking thing was their critical atti-
tude towards economic processes and fear
from further deterioration in living stan-
dards. Being worried since the introduction
of euro, the Dutch believe that every change
taking place in EU leads towards the deteri-
oration in the standard of living and this
fact had a vital role in their deciding against
the document which is believed to be a sign
of further strengthening of the integration
process. 

Every change in the EU is seen as a
threat to the established system of state
welfare, in the same way every new
reform might undermine the state founda-
tions. Moreover, this is one of the principal
premises according to which West
Europe assesses  every change in the
EU, constantly looking for some opportu-
nity to maintain the high level of social
rights and subventions and to caunteract
changes which might drive the economy
backwards.

Apart from the current internal econom-
ic and  political problems, we should also
take into account fear from the growing
unemployment and the surge of cheap
labour force from Eastern Europe which
can endanger an already difficult situation
on the labour market. This fear from the
cheap labour force coming from the east is
felt by every EU member ranging from
Finland to  Portugal. In addition, there is an
apprehension that the subventions given to
the new members from the east could also
put in danger the economic situation of the
old EU members, even though it transpires
that these subventions cannot seriously
jeopardize them for the time being.

Joining of the ten new members or the
great 'big bang', which is how the EU want-
ed to compete with the NATO 'big bang' at
the political level, has caused certain prob-
lems. Firstly, some of the old EU members
from the so-called 'core of the six' have seen
the EU enlargement as a potential danger of
watering down the European integration
process. According to the protagonists of
the strong but small European integration
process, every new enlargement weakens
the EU and brings along new problems
together with the reduced desire for any
kind of deeper cooperation.

One part of the West European analysts,
as well as some French and Dutch voters,
saw in the ten new EU members – even seven
of them coming from the ex Eastern Europe-
the danger of slowing down the process of a
complete European integration, which would
have a detrimental effect on the European
institution stability. Certainly, this situation
has been worsened because they were unpre-
pared for the great 'big bang' which indeed
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European Union after rejecting the ConstitutionEvropa

Sada se govori, s neskrivenom zlo-
bom, da je luksemburškim predse-
dawem EU zapo~et strmoglavi kraj

EU i da bi od kraha referenduma tre-
balo odbrojavati po~etak kraja Ev-
ropske unije. Štaviše, neki analiti-
~ari ve} smatraju da je to definitiv-
ni kraj EU, za koju se tvrdi da za deset
godina ne}e postojati. No, ako se zane-
mari euforija evroskeptika i poli-
ti~kih cinika i pokuša izvesti neki
realniji zakqu~ak u vezi sa EU i sa-
dašwim stawem, treba, pre svega, vi-
deti zbog ~ega je u dve va`ne evropske
zemqe ve}ina stanovništva bila pro-
tiv Evropskog ustava.

Razlozi nepoverewa evropskih
graðana
U odgovoru na to pitawe mora se

po}i od ~iwenice da Ustav nije bio ni
poznat ni razumqiv, pa ni zanimqiv,
velikoj ve}ini glasa~a i da je, u stva-
ri, bila re~ o nekim sasvim druga~i-
jim opredeqewima i `eqama. Takav
ustav, za koji su mnogi napisali još
pre referenduma da je malo razumqiv
dokument, da ga je radila evropska ge-
rontokratska grupa, podstaknuta in-
teresima multikapitala, i da je, u
suštini, pro`et idejama krupnog bi-
znisa i `eqom za proširewem tr-
`išta, nije mogao da bude dokument na
osnovu kojeg bi se izgradila neka ja~a
evropska integracija. U Francuskoj i
Holandiji vlast nije ni ulo`ila
stvarne napore da se Ustav objasni, pa
su tek u završnici anga`ovana neka
zna~ajnija imena iz politike, kulture
i sporta da potvrde da je re~ o kori-
snom dokumentu i da ga, svakako, treba
prihvatiti. Meðutim, pokazalo se da
je ta ubrzana i prili~no nepripre-
mqena kampawa bila nedovoqna da se
bira~i ubede da glasaju za Ustav i da
omogu}e izgradwu novih okvira Ev-
ropske unije.

U Francuskoj je, o~ito, i pored to-
ga, vlast bila ~vrsto ubeðena }e se
Ustav ratifikovati, i da }e to biti
novi dokaz popularnosti ne samo ev-
ropske ideje nego, pre svega, Širakove
nacionalne i evropske politike. Zbog
toga je Širak i insistirao na opštem

narodnom referendumu, iako je mogao
preduzeti mere da se saglasnost za
Ustav dobije preko Parlamenta. No,
zbog unutrašwih politi~kih razloga
i ubeðewa da }e se francuska grandeur
posebno pokazati opredeqewem bira-
~a, kao i da }e to biti novi dokaz
francuske snage u evropskom procesu
integracije, Širak je tra`io taj sim-
boli~ki znak popularnosti da bi ga
mogao prezentovati svojim evropskim
kolegama.Ta loša procena vodila je, u
velikoj meri, ka francuskom NE, ko-
jim su se graðani, pre svega, izjasnili
protiv Širakove politike, pa i pro-
tiv wega kao lidera, smatraju}i da je
to prilika da ga kazne pre slede}ih
izbora. To je, svakako, bio glavni raz-
log, a sadr`aj Ustava bio je samo po-
vod da se poka`e to raspolo`ewe.

U Holandiji je, uz odreðeno neras-
polo`ewe prema Vladi, u prvom planu
bio kriti~ki odnos prema ekonom-
skim procesima i strah od daqeg po-
goršawa `ivota. Zabrinuti još od
uvoðewa evra, Holanðani smatraju da
sve promene koje se odvijaju u EU vode
ka padu `ivotnog standarda, i to je bi-
lo odlu~uju}e za tako veliko izjašwa-
vawe protiv dokumenta koji se smatra
znakom daqeg ja~awa integracije. 

Svaka promena u EU do`ivqava se kao
pretwa uspostavqenom sistemu dr`a-
ve blagostawa a mogu}nost nekih no-
vih reformi vidi se kao slabqewe
osnova te dr`ave. Uostalom, to je jed-
na od osnovnih premisa na osnovu ko-
jih stanovnici Zapadne Evrope proce-
wuju svaku reformu EU, tra`e}i stal-
no mogu}nosti da se zadr`i visoki ni-
vo socijalnih prava i beneficija i da
se suprotstave promenama koje bi mo-
gle da vode ka ekonomskom nazadova-
wu.

Postoje}im unutrašwim ekonom-
skim i politi~kim problemima treba,
svakako, dodati i sve strahove vezane
za to da }e, u situaciji kada se ina~e
pove}ava nezaposlenost, veliki talas
jeftine radne snage iz Isto~ne Evro-
pe ugroziti ionako tešku situaciju na
tr`ištu radne snage.Taj strah od jef-
tine radne snage s istoka ose}a se u

svim ~lanicama EU – od Finske do
Portugalije. Uz to, postoji i bojazan
da bi subvencije novim ~lanicama s
istoka takoðe mogle da ote`aju eko-
nomsko stawe u starim ~lanicama EU,
iako je evidentno da je re~ o subvenci-
jama koje trenutno ne mogu ozbiqnije
da ih ugroze.

I ukqu~ewe deset novih ~lanica,
ili veliki ,,big bang'' kojim je EU `e-
lela da parira na politi~kom planu
,,big bangu'' u NATO-u, izazvao je od-
reðene teško}e. Pre svega, deo starih
~lanica EU, iz tzv. ~vrstog jezgra
šestorice, video je u svakom proši-
rewu opasnost od izvesnog razvodwa-
vawa evropske integracije. Prema mi-
šqewu protagonista ~vrste, ali male
evropske integracije, svako novo ši-
rewe slabi EU i donosi nove proble-
me, pa se pred naletom proširewa u
velikoj meri gube zahtevi za produ-
bqivawem saradwe.

Deo zapadnoevropskih analiti~a-
ra, ali i francuskih i holandskih bi-
ra~a, video je u novoj desetorici, meðu
kojima je ~ak sedam zemaqa iz bivše
Isto~ne Europe, opasnost od uspora-
vawa procesa potpune integracije
Evrope, što bi imalo posledice po
stabilnost evropske institucije. Sva-
kako, u prilog tome je bila i nedovoq-
na pripremqenost za taj veliki ,,big
bang'', kojim jeste stvorena nova veli-
ka Evropa – prošireno je tr`ište i
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Evropska unija posle odbijawa Ustava

PO^ETAK KRAJA ILI
OSNA@ENA INTEGRACIJA

Veliko francusko i holandsko „ne” Evropskom ustavu uzdrmalo je struktu-
ru Evropske unije, ali je imalo i znatno šire evropsko, pa i globalno

zna~ewe. U evropska integracionu celinu, za koju se ~inilo da je u usponu,
iznenada se po~elo sumwati, uz pakosno predviðawe wenog ubrzanog kraja,

nepoverewe i pitawa o svrsi pridru`ivawa takvoj organizaciji.

THE BEGINNING OF END OR THE
STRENGTHENED INTEGRATION
France and the Netherlands resolutely saying NO to The European Constitution has shaken
up the structure of the European Union, but it also had  considerably wider European, as
well as global meaning. All of a sudden, serious doubts have arisen  abut the European inte-
gration unit, which seemed to be on the rise, together with malicious anticipation of its fast 
approaching end, distrust and misgivings about the purpose of joining such an organization.

EU parlament, Brisel EU Parliament, Bruxelles



Europe

formed the big new Europe enabled new
competitiveness but also augmented some
new national fears. Therefore, those analysts
of the European trends might be right to
think that the Constitution failure happened
due to the critical attitude of France and the
Netherlands wanting to punish their Gover-
nments for being rather disorganized and not
interested in their opinion about such an
important matter as EU enlargement. 

The lack of political dialogue inside the
national framework is even more apparent at
the EU level, where they have been trying,
for the last ten years, to find a better way to
communicate between the bureaucratic

European Union crisis and problem
of enlargement
The problems caused by the referen-

dum’s negative outcome have been closely
monitored by those countries preparing to
join the European Union. Bulgaria and
Romania, despite the fact that they already
have certain positions in the EU body
which are determined by the Treaty of Nice,
will make an extra effort in order to keep
pace with the process of joining the EU.
Those statements that the EU has to focus
primarily on finding solution to also be
problems, even though they do not directly
refer to those two countries, can also be
seen as an attempt to put a stop to the EU
enlargement. After Bulgaria and Romania,
this issue can become even more complicat-
ed together with the suggestion of the fur-
ther divisions in Europe.

Some of the EU member states point out
that it should be proceeded with the enlarge-
ment process, regardless of a certain stand-
still in the EU, whereas the other side openly
claims that it is rather pointless to increase the
number of new member states in the phase
when some basic problems in the EU cannot
be solved by mutual agreement. Recent EU
summit once again showed the difference in
opinion which was particularly noticable
between France and the United Kingdom,
and it of course referred to the European
budget. Cansequently to this, it is rather obvi-
ous that the EU enlargement will still be the
bone of contention between the members of
the European Union. 

Despite the publicly proclaimed desire for
Europe to reach the Russian borders, it is
obviously still a faraway goal. Bulgaria and
Romania, which may somewhat later join
the EU, are probably the last two countries
to join the EU according to the conditions
of the Treaty of Nice, whereas all the oth-
ers will have to wait either for the
European Constitution to be accepted or
for some new regulations to be made on
the grounds of which the further enlarg-
ment could be conducted.

For those countries which are among the
first candidates (Turkey and the countries of
the Western Balkans) this situation is
unfavourable. During the period before the
rejection of the Constitution, French
President Chirac had strongly supported
Turkey joining the European Union.
However, being faced with the different
attitude of the French voters, he  immedi-
ately started supporting EU enlargement
but only towards those countries which had
been promised this: Bulgaria and Romania.
Germany, for which the possibility of
Turkey joining the EU is a sore point, on the
eve of the election carefully monitors the
movements on the both sides of  political
scale. In addition to this, there is also the
British attitude towards Turkey and the
Western Balkans pertaining its insistence
on the fulfillment of the criteria, which

brings along another possibility of prolong-
ing the enlargement process. 

Pragmatic observers of the European
processes could come to a conclusion that
the Constitution failure will direct the beau-
rocracy in Brussels towards the enlarge-
ment of the European Union. Namely,
being unable to reach any compromise
regarding  some basic questions – the budg-
et and the Constitution – Brussels could
base its future activities on the EU enlarge-
ment. This would imply beginning of the
negotiations which should last longer and
depend upon the progress in improving
relations in the organization itself.

Naturally, there is another opinion that for
the current situation, which some European
leaders see as a crisis, the enlargement could
represent a symbolic proof that the EU is an
attractive organization constantly drawing
towards itself a number of European coun-
tries still waiting to become its members. By
extension, the EU enlargement, even with ten
new members, could take place rapidly with-
out causing any serious halt or requiring
some new conditions. However, in either
case it cannot be expected that Turkey will be
among the countries included in the EU rapid
enlargement. Economic, political and civi-
lizational-cultural reasons are still prevailing
when it comes to the European evaluation of
the Turkish peculiarities and the so-called
incompatibility with the European standards.

As for Croatia, the  country  marching
towards the EU and waiting for the mem-
bership negotiations to open, it is vital that
it should not relax in its effort to settle the
internal problems. The EU political criteria
are clearly stated, the EU will firmly stick
to them no matter how often the
Governments in Zagreb change – meeting
these conditions alone will determine
Croatia joining the European Union.  This
process could be slowed down not due to
the European problems, but this is not a rea-
son  either for increased euroscepticism or
for developing anti-European standpoints. 

Croatia joining the EU is the only alterna-
tive, the one which beyond any doubt yields
success. Besides, during the period of one
year after the ten new members joined the
EU, no negative tendencies have been recog-
nized. Moreover, every new  member state
has made positive headway. Croatia belongs
to Europe, and its slowly but surely settling
relations in the political, economic, law and
social sphere will soon show its readiness for
joining the European Union. Naturally, we
should not be slaves to the idea that Europe
is in dire need of Croatia and cannot success-
fully conduct the integration process without
it. On the contrary, we should see Croatia’s
transition to a modern European country as a
path towards creating a democratic state with
its own place in the huge project of creating
the integrated European Union.

Prof. Ph. D Radovan VUKADINOVIC
President of the Atlantic Council 
of Croatia
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Evropa

omogu}ena je nova kompetetivnost,
ali su se pove}ali i novi nacionalni
strahovi. Stoga su, mo`da, u pravu oni
analiti~ari evropskih kretawa koji
smatraju da je Ustav umnogome pao pod
naletom kritika graðana Francuske i
Holandije koji su `eleli da kazne svo-
je vlade zbog toga što su prili~no
neorganizovano ušle u proširewe i
što o tako va`nom pitawu nisu tra-
`ile wihovo mišqewe.

Nedostatak politi~kog dijaloga u
nacionalnim okvirima još je vidqi-
viji na nivou EU, gde se ve} godinama
~ine pokušaji da se pronaðu boqi na-
~ini za komunikaciju izmeðu birokrat-
ske vlasti i Brisela, koji ja~a i koji se
nadvija nad graðanima dr`ava ~lani-
ca. Udaqavawe centra evropske inte-
gracije od temeqa i stvarawe strašne
kule od slonova~e u kojoj se donose i
takti~ke i strateške odluke ne}e oja-
~ati podršku evropskoj integraciji,
niti }e pribli`iti ciqeve EU
evropskim graðanima. Toga su, uosta-
lom, bile svesne i brojne institucije
i radne grupe EU koje se u svojim izve-
štajima stalno zala`u za pribli`a-
vawe idejne integracije graðanima i
za stvarawe odnosa u kojima Brisel ne
bi bio skup visokih birokrata koji
odlu~uju o Evropi, ve} radna grupa ko-
ja radi u interesu svih evropskih
graðana. No, to je, svakako, još daleko,
što se pokazalo i na referendumu o
Ustavu.

Kriza Evropske unije i problem
proširewa
Probleme koje je izazvao negativan

rezultat referenduma posebno pa-
`qivo prate zemqe koje se spremaju u
Evropsku uniju. Bugarska i Rumunija,
iako ve} imaju odreðena mesta u orga-
nima EU koja su predviðena sporazu-
mom iz Nice, ulaga}e dodatne napore
da ne bi posustale u procesu prikqu-
~ewa. Izjave o tome da se EU sada mo-
ra prvo koncentrisati na rešavawe
svojih problema, iako se direktno ne
odnose na te dve zemqe, ipak mogu da se
shvate i kao pokušaj da se zaustavi
proširewe. Nakon Bugarske i Rumu-
nije, ono mo`e da postane još kompli-
kovanije, uz nagoveštaj daqeg produ-
bqivawa evropskih podela.

I dok se, na jednoj strani, u nekim
zemqama ~lanicama EU naglašava da
treba da se nastavi proces proširewa
uprkos izvesnom zastoju u EU, na dru-
goj strani se javno tvrdi da je besmi-
sleno širiti krug novih zemaqa ~la-
nica u fazi kada se neki osnovni pro-
blemi EU ne mogu zajedni~ki rešiti.
Nedavni sastanak na vrhu ~lanica EU
ponovo je pokazao tu podeqenost, koja
je bila posebno izra`ena na relaciji
Francuska–Velika Britanija, a tica-
la se, naravno, eropskog buyeta. Na os-
novu svega toga, jasno je da }e proši-
rewe biti i daqe predmet sporova i

neslagawa meðu ~lanicama Evropske
unije. 

Iako postoji javno proklamovana `eqa
da se Evropa širi sve do ruskih grani-
ca, o~ito je da je to za sada tek dalek
ciq. Bugarska i Rumunija, koja }e mo`da
nešto kasnije u}i u EU, verovatno su po-
sledwe zemqe koje }e u}i u EU prema
odredbama iz Nice, a sve ostale mora}e
da ~ekaju ili da se prihvati Evropski
ustav ili stvarawe nekih novih pravi-
la na osnovu kojih bi se moglo sprovodi-
ti proširewe. 

Za zemqe koje su meðu prvim kandi-
datima (Turska i zemqe zapadnog Bal-
kana) ta situacija nije pogodna. Ši-
rak se do pada Evropskog ustava na re-
ferendumu striktno zalagao za ulazak
Turske u Evropsku uniju. No, suo~en sa
stavom francuskih bira~a, odmah se
zalo`io za proširewe EU samo zem-
qama kojima je to obe}ano: Bugarskom
i Rumunijom. Nema~ka, kojoj je eventu-
alni ulazak Turske u EU bolna ta~ka,
uo~i izbora pa`qivo prati kretawa i
na jednoj i na drugoj starani politi~-
ke lestvice. Tome se mo`e dodati i
britanski stav prema Turskoj i Zapad-
nom Balkanu koji je u vezi s insistira-
wem na ispuwewu kriterijuma, što
zna~i mogu}nost za odugovla~ewe pro-
cesa proširewa.

Pragmati~ni posmatra~i evrop-
skih procesa mogli bi zakqu~iti da
}e neuspeh u vezi s Ustavom usmeriti
birokratiju u Briselu na proširewe
Evropske unije. Naime, u nemogu}no-
sti da se postigne kompromis oko
glavnih pitawa – buyeta i Ustava –
Brisel bi mogao da uzme proširewe
za osnovu svog budu}eg delovawa. To bi
moglo da zna~i pokretawe pregovora,
ali tako da traju dugo i da zavise od
napretka u sreðivawu odnosa u samoj
organizaciji.

Postoji, naravno, i drugo mišqe-
we, prema kojem bi u sadašwem stawu,
koje neki evropski lideri nazivaju
krizom, proširewe moglo da bude
simboli~an dokaz da je EU atraktivna
organizacija i da ka woj i daqe te`e
zemqe na svim stranama evropskog
kontinenta koje još nisu u Evropskoj
uniji. Samim tim, proširewe bi mo-
glo da se odvija brzo, i to sa deset no-
vih ~lanica, i ne bi trebalo o~ekiva-
ti neke ve}e zastoje, niti postavqawe
novih uslova. Meðutim, ni u jednom ni
u drugom slu~aju ne mo`e se o~ekivati
da }e Turska biti meðu zemqama koje
su zahva}ene brzim proširewem. Eko-
nomski, politi~ki i civilizacijsko-
kulturni razlozi još uvek su domi-
nantni u evropskoj oceni turskih po-
sebnosti i tzv. nespojivosti s evrop-
skim standardima.

Za Hrvatsku, kao zemqu koja se pri-
bli`ava EU i koja mo`e da o~ekuje da-
tum po~etka pregovora, va`no je, pre
svega, da ne posustane u naporima za

rešavawe unutrašwih problema. Po-
liti~ki kriterijumi EU jasno su od-
reðeni i, koliko god da se vlade sme-
wuju u Zagrebu, EU od wih ne}e odu-
stati – samo od ispuwewa tih kriteri-
juma zavisi}e mogu}nost ulaska Hr-
vatske u Evropsku uniju. Taj proces se
sada mo`e usporiti zbog evropskih
teško}a, ali to nije razlog ni za po-
ve}ani evroskepticizam, ni za razvi-
jawe antievropskih gledišta.

Ulazak Hrvatske u EU jedina je al-
ternativa, i to svakako ona koja garan-
tuje uspeh. Uostalom, prva godina de-
lovawa deset novih ~lanica EU poka-
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zuje da ni u jednoj od wih nisu zabele-
`ene negativne tendencije i da se u
svakoj novoj ~lanici ose}a pozitivan
pomak. Hrvatska je u Evropi, i svojim
smirenim, ali konstantnim sreðiva-
wem odnosa u politi~koj, ekonomskoj,
pravnoj i socijalnoj sferi pokaza}e
da je zrela za ulazak u Evropsku uniju.
Pri tome, naravno, ne treba robovati
idejama da je Evropi neophodna Hrvat-
ska i da bez we ne mo`e ostvariti pro-
ces integracije, ve} treba postaviti
tezu da je transformacija Hrvatske u
modernu evropsku zemqu put za izgrad-
wu demokratske dr`ave koja ima svoje
mesto u velikom projektu izgradwe in-
tegrisane Evropske unije.

Prof. dr Radovan VUKADINOVI],
predsednik Atlantskog ve}a Hrvatske

authorities and Brussels which has been
gaining in power over the EU member
states. Growing distance between the centre
of the European integration and its founda-
tions, and building the ivory tower where
both tactical and strategic decisions are
taken will neither enhance the European
integration process nor make the European
citizens better acquainted with the EU
objectives. A number of commissions and
EU work groups were aware of this fact, and
in their reports, they have made great effort
to clarify the idea of integration and estab-
lish such relations where Brussels would not
consist of a group of high-ranking bureau-
crats deciding for the whole Europe, but a
work group  following the interests of all
European citizens. However, it was proved
in the  European Constitution referendum
that this is still far from what it should be.

Pariz Paris



South Eastern Europe

People from the region of South-East Europe
are perfectly aware of  how important it is
for them to join the European Union and

become its full member, but the truth is that not
all of them have equally met the required con-
ditions. Simultaneously, the European Union is
having quite a difficult time, therefore the for-
mer enthusiasm of its member states for such a
community has gradually evaporated. Namely,
since France and the Netherlands rejected the
European Constitution, it is still ambiguous
what effect it will have on the European union
and its readiness to keep up the expected pace
of the enlargement process. This is unquestion-
ably an important warning for those who
believe in the idea of Europe without borders –
with powerful economy and political stability.
As for our region, we should at all times bear in
mind the fact that Europe can do without us,
whereas we cannot survive without European
and Euro-Atlantic integrations.  

For those who are well-acquainted with the
language of business, that is of the real and
long-term interests, it is quite clear that our pri-
mary task should be the rebuilding of bridges
destroyed by the political figures in the past.
Namely, our future success rests in boosting the
domestic economies and all the benefits com-
ing from the compatibility of our economies,
that is, it rests in comparative advantages based
on natural resources, tradition and  cooperation
between our markets. 

The transition process for Eastern and
Central Europe was not so painful. Despite the
fact that certain mistakes have been made, their
economies started following the progressive
path. The reforms were painful and inevitable,
since this has to be undergone – sooner or later.
Even though they had less knowledge of  the
market economy than we have, the democratic
chasm of fifty years and extremely rigid state
administration, those countries unlike us had

enough reason, wisdom and enthusiasm for
change. In the end, they succeeded in achieving
this!

Need for Achieving European
Standards 
It is now our turn to join the European

integration process, and it should be made
clear to everyone in this region that we alone
must do it and nobody else. Namely, it is
absurd that we cannot reach mutual agree-
ment, even before joining the EU, about cre-
ating favourable conditions for economic
development which would prevail over short-
term political interests. Those conditions in
accordance with the European standards have
to be set up because we will have to abide by
them once we become a member of the big
family of European nations.

The fact that we are not equally close to the
EU membership should not make some con-
trary in the region happier than others. On the
contrary, we should find a way to show Europe
and the World that we are capable of harmoniz-
ing our relations and recognizing our common
interests. It is crucial that we should assist each
other in reducing the current time difference
pertaining the EU membership. Moreover,
Europe sees us as a unit including various
national states, national economies and nation-
al differences; however, this must not be more
important than the mutual European vision,
objectives and standards. Therefore, we should
above all do what is in our power to show the
World that the Balkans is not first and foremost
a volatile region with constant political, nation-
al and religious conflicts. However, who can
be persuaded into thinking that we honestly
want to become a part of unified Europe if we
cannot reach, mutual agreement or rather, is it
normal to expect that Europe would be willing
to accept us even if we cannot accept each
other but slowly and with difficulty?

Investors in the region, who are looking
for the new markets for their capital, inquire
about and tour Southeast Europe. The reason
for this is obvious – even though we have
signed agreements on free trade, a market
with approximately sixty million people,
incentives for foreign investment, free trade
zones and tax relief – the owners of capital are
not guaranteed the security they need. There
is no profit high enough to overcome the fear
from losing the invested money on the tem-
pestuous Balkans.

In our region, there are certain interests
causing some power centres to pull us all
backwards. Not only does this happen in
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Region’s Economy Prospect Jugoisto~na Evropa

Svi u regionu Jugoisto~ne Evrope
znaju da su im neophodni pridru`i-
vawe i punopravno ~lanstvo u

Evropskoj uniji, ali je ~iwenica da nisu
svi podjednako ispunili potrebne uslo-
ve. Istovremeno, Evropska unija tako|e
pre`ivqava teške dane, tako da ni we-
ne ~lanice nemaju nekadašwi entuzija-
zam u vezi s tom zajednicom. Naime, budu-
}i da su Francuzi i Holan|ani odbili
ponu|eni Evropski ustav, još uvek nije
jasno kako }e se to odraziti na Evropsku
uniju i na wenu spremnost da se širi
predvi|enim tempom. To je, svakako, ve-
lika opomena za one koji ostvaruju vizi-
ju Evrope bez granica – ekonomski sna-
`ne i politi~ki stabilne, a mi u regio-
nu u svakom trenutku moramo da imamo
na umu da Evropa mo`e bez nas, ali da mi
ne mo`emo bez evropskih i evroatlant-
skih integracija.

Za one koji razumeju jezik biznisa,
odnosno pravih i dugoro~nih interesa,
jasno je da je prioritetni zadatak da po-
novo gradimo mostove koje su u prošlo-
sti rušili politi~ari. Naša budu}-
nost je, naime, u ja~awu nacionalnih
ekonomija i svih prednosti koje proizi-
laze iz kompatibilnosti privreda, od-
nosno u komparativnim prednostima ko-
je su zasnovane na prirodnim resursima,
tradiciji i okrenutosti lokalnih tr-
`išta jednih ka drugima.

Isto~na i Centralna Evropa pro-
šle su relativno bezbolno kroz proces
transformacije. Istina, bilo je i gre-
šaka, ali su wihove privrede po~ele
progresivno da napreduju. Reforme su
bile bolne i neizbe`ne, jer se taj put
mora pre}i – pre ili kasnije. Iako su
imale mawe iskustva u tr`išnoj pri-
vredi od nas, socrealisti~ki jaz od pede-
set godina i nasle|enu izrazito krutu
dr`avnu administraciju, one su, za raz-
liku od nas, imale i dovoqno razuma, mu-
drosti i `eqe da se mewaju. I, uspele su
u tome!

Potreba dostizawa evropskih
strandarda
Sada je na naš region došao red da se

ukqu~i u evropske integracije, i svima
na ovom prostoru mora da bude jasno da
to niko ne mo`e da uradi umesto nas. Be-
smisleno je, naime, da ne mo`emo da se
slo`imo oko na~ina na koji }emo i pre
ulaska u Evropu stvoriti dobre uslove
za razvoj ekonomije, kako bi bila iznad

kratkoro~nih politi~kih interesa. Ti
uslovi primereni evropskim standardi-
ma moraju se stvarati prvenstveno zbog
toga što }emo nu`no morati da ih se
pridr`avamo kada budemo deo velike
porodice evropskih naroda.

To što nismo svi podjednako blizu
ulaska u Evropu ne sme nijednu zemqu u
regionu da ~ini sre}nijom od druge. Na-
protiv, moramo na}i na~in da poka`emo
Evropi i svetu da smo sposobni da harmo-
nizujemo me|usobne odnose i da prepozna-
mo zajedni~ke interese. Neophodno je da
jedni drugima pomognemo da smawimo
vremenske razlike, koje su sada aktuelne
kada je re~ o ulasku u Evropsku uniju. Jer,
Evropa sve nas gleda kao na celinu, u ko-
joj postoje nacionalne dr`ave, nacional-
ne ekonomije i nacionalne razlike, ali
od svih nas o~ekuje da to ne bude zna~ajni-
je od od zajedni~ke evropske vizije, ciqe-

va i standarda. Stoga je najva`nije da u~i-
nimo, pre svega, ono što od nas zavisi, da
poka`emo svetu da Jugoisto~na Evropa
nije neminovno nestabilan region, sa
stalnom mogu}noš}u politi~kih, nacio-
nalnih, verskih i drugih sukoba. Ali, ko-
ga u Evropi mo`emo da ubedimo da iskre-
no ̀ elimo u jedinstvenu Evropu ako sami
ne mo`emo me|usobno da se slo`imo, od-
nosno, kako mo`emo da o~ekujemo da nas
Evropa prihvati oberu~ke kada jedni
druge teško i sporo prihvatamo. 

Investitori u regionu koji tra`e
nova tr`išta za svoj kapital obilaze
Jugoisto~nu Evropu. Razlog za to je što
– iako imamo potpisane ugovore o slo-
bodnoj trgovini, tr`ište od oko šezde-
set miliona qudi, podsticajne zakone o
stranim ulagawima, slobodne zone i po-
reske olakšice – nema sigurnosti po-
trebne vlasnicima kapitala. Jer, nema
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Ekonomska perspektiva regiona

ZAJEDNI^KI INTERES  I SARADWA 
PREDUSLOVI ZA PROSPERITET

Samo ja~awem ekonomskih potencijala mo`e da se otkloni apatija gra|ana i
ostvari `eqa da svi `ivimo kao savremen, civilizovani svet

COMMON INTEREST AND COOPERATIONS 
– PREREQUISITES FOR PROSPERITY
The only way to tackle the apathy of the people of Southeast Europe and to fulfill their desire to live in a modern, civilzed world
is to boost the economic potential.

Foto: A. KELI]



South Eastern Europe
Serbia and Montenegro, and then in some
other countries which believe to be on the
threshold of Europe. This, in particular, refers
to the matter of the separation of Serbia and
Montenegro, and then to Macedonia division
into Muslim and Slavic part, as well as
whether Bosnia and Herzegovina can succeed
in constituting one state, and, in the end, the
problems in Kosovo and Metohia. In relation
to this, a question is posed about who dis-
agrees with the concept ''more than autonomy,
less than independence'' and who is for new
war on the ''hilly Balkans''.

Owing to these important issues, the new,
sensible national economic elite and the expo-
nents of the national interests have to fight
tooth and nail to overcome the differences and
instead of them, establish new relations con-
necting people, their interests and activities in
the whole Southeast Europe Region. This
does not imply loosing the opportunity for
national development and expression, but it
has to be consistence with the european stan-
dards, not to the detriment of neighbouring
nations. 

Three courses of action
Unfortunately, owing to the growing eco-

nomic crisis our region is susceptible to a sud-
den outbreak of violence or interethnic con-
flicts at any given moment. Instead of this,
some kind of compromise acceptable to the

majority should be found. There are three
potential steps to take in order to  find some
urgent solution:

– firstly, Southeast Europe MacroMarket
should be promoted instead of local, less
attractive ones confined within the state bor-
ders, its  main characteristic being free trade,
that is, duty free zone which should first grow
into the Customs Union with the EU and
afterwards into the full membership in the
EU.

– secondly, security should be guaranteed
to foreing investors. A way to do this, though
it might sound paradoxical, is military pres-
ence of NATO in terms of joining the
Partnership for Peace Program. Namely, The
North Atlantic Treaty is a military power
which instills trust, therefore the Partnership
for Peace would be a clear sign for the
investors to make long-term investments in
the region without any fear;

– thirdly, it is necessary to build institu-
tional and other infrastructure in the region.
Free flow of the capital and people, that is,
joint enterprise in privatization process and
institutions, joint venture on the third mar-
kets and open labour market would con-
tribute to the interconnection of business
interests which would overcome decadent
interests of the current quasinational centres
of power. Along the same lines, a balanced
visa regime towards the citizens of this
region, especially towards young and quali-

fied people, closing the borders for any kind
of crime, human and drug trafficking, black
market and smuggling would encourage the
promotion of proeuropean ideas and rein-
force the support of democratic and reform-
oriented political powers. 

In the countries of Southeast Europe, it is
vital to boost awareness of the fact that once
they become EU members the borders will
disappear and all problems concerning the
relations between individual states would be
reduced to a minimum. These nations do not
have to feel strong affinity between them-
selves, but as long as  they have mutual inter-
est they will live in harmony with their neigh-
bours. When this happens, businessmen
would be preoccupied  with business instead
of politics, whereas politicians would have a
task to create an appropriate ambient for them
so that the economies could be more success-
ful and competitive. Instead of looking for
someone to blame for the hard life and pover-
ty, people would try to embark on different
business enterprises in order to earn more
money and, by extention, provide a dignified
life for their families. Everybody has to cre-
ate, in their own house, the conditions which
would facilitate their entering Europe. If this
is not performed duly and effectively we
won't be a part of it!

Ph. D Tihomir SIMIC
Vice President of the Executive 
Council of Vojvodina

Jugoisto~na Evropa

tog profita koji mo`e da nadvlada
strah od gubitka ulo`enog novca na tru-
snom Balkanu.

U našem regionu postoje interesi
zbog kojih nas odre|eni centri mo}i sve
zajedno vuku unazad. Tako je u Srbiji i
Crnoj Gori, ali tako je i kod onih koji
misle da su ve} u predvorju Evrope. To se
prvenstveno odnosi na pitawe da li }e se
Srbija i Crna Gora razdvojiti, a potom i
na pitawa da li }e se Makedonija pode-
liti na muslimanski i slovenski deo, da
li }e Bosna i Hercegovina uspeti da se
konstituiše kao jedinstvena dr`ava i,
na kraju, na problem Kosova i Metohije.
U vezi s tim, postavqa se i pitawe kome
smeta koncept „više od autonomije, ma-
we od nezavisnosti” i kome odgovara no-
vi rat na „brdovitom Balkanu”.

Nova, zdrava nacionalna elita i eks-
ponenti nacionalnih ekonomskih intere-
sa zbog svega toga moraju da u~ine sve da se
prevazi|u razlike i, umesto wih, izgrade
odnosi koji }e spajati qude, wihove inte-
rese i poslove u celom regionu Jugoisto~-
ne Evrope. To ne zna~i gubitak mogu}no-
sti za nacionalni razvoj i izra`avawe,
ali ne na štetu drugih naroda u okru`e-
wu, ve} prema evropskim standardima.

Tri pravca delovawa
U našem regionu, na `alost, zbog

produbqivawa ekonomske krize svakog
~asa mo`e do}i do eksplozije nasiqa i

me|unacionalnih sukoba. Umesto toga,
treba ponuditi kompromisna rešewa
koja moraju biti prihvatqiva ve}ini.
Kao urgentna rešewa name}u se tri mo-
gu}a pravca delovawa:

– prvo, treba afirmisati makrotr-
`ište Jugoisto~ne Evrope, umesto lo-
kalnih, neatraktivnih tr`išta zatvo-
renih u dr`avne granice koje karakte-
riše slobodna trgovina, odnosno besca-
rinska zona, koja prvo treba da preraste
u carinsku uniju sa EU, a zatim i u rav-
nopravno ~lanstvo u Evropskoj uniji;

– drugo, treba obezbediti sigurnost za
strane investitore. Na~in za to je, iako
mo`da zvu~i paradoksalno, prisustvo
vojne strukture NATO-a u vidu ukqu~e-
wa u Program „Partnerstvo za mir”. Na-
ime, Severnoatlantski savez je vojna sila
koja uliva poverewe, pa }e ~lanstvo u
„Partnerstvu za mir” biti signal inve-
stitorima da bez straha dugoro~no ula`u
u region;

– tre}e, neophodna je izgradwa regi-
onalne institucionalne i druge infra-
strukture. Slobodan protok kapitala i
qudi, tj. me|usobno u~eš}e u privatiza-
cionim procesima i institucijama, za-
jedni~ki nastupi na tre}im tr`ištima
i otvoreno tr`ište radne snage, dopri-
ne}e da se isprepletu poslovni intere-
si koji }e biti iznad dekadentnih inte-
resa sadašwih kvazinacionalnih cen-
tara mo}i. Tako|e, uravnote`enim vi-

znim re`imom prema gra|anima ovog
regiona, prvenstveno prema mladim i
kvalifikovanim qudima, uz zatvarawe
granica za kriminal, trgovinu qudima
i narkoticima, šverc i krijum~arewe,
podr`a}e se ja~awe proevropskih ideja
i poja~ati podrška demokratskim i re-
formski orijentisanim politi~kim
snagama. 

U zemqama Jugoisto~ne Evrope mora
da prevlada svest o tome da kada u|u u
EU ne}e biti granica i da }e sve ono
što sada optere}uje odnose unutar poje-
dinih dr`ava biti minimizirano. Ov-
dašwi narodi ne moraju da se vole, ali
ako imaju zajedni~ke interese ima}e
slo`nu ku}u i `ive}e slo`no sa svojim
susedima. Tada }e se, umesto politikom,
poslovni qudi baviti biznisom, a poli-
ti~ari }e imati zadatak da im stvore po-
trebni ambijent, da bi privrede bile
što uspešnije i konkurentnije. Umesto
tra`ewa krivaca za loš `ivot i siro-
maštvo, qudi }e smišqati nove poslov-
ne poduhvate kako bi zaradili više nov-
ca i svojim porodicama omogu}ili do-
stojanstven `ivot. Svako u svojoj ku}i
mora da stvara uslove za `ivot koji }e
mu olakšati ulazak u Evropu. Ako to
pravovremeno i efikasno ne uradimo –
ne}e nas biti u woj!

Dr Tihomir SIMI], 
potpredsednik Izvršnog ve}a 
AP Vojvodine

Atlantis • Broj 2 • Leto 2005.22



Presenting

The Great Britain is a modern and devel-
oped European country and one of the
most important factors of international

relations (it is the permanent member of the
UN Security Council, NATO and the
European Union). British economy is one
of the strongest in the world and the coun-
try is the member of G-8 Group of most
developed countries in the world. The UK

is also one of the four European countries
whose GDP exceeds a thousand billiard
dollars (in 2004, British GDP was 1,782
billion dollars i.e., 29,600 dollars per capi-
ta) with inflation, interest rate and unem-
ployment on a very low level. According to
the European standards, British agriculture

ticipate in all European integrations like
the Euro zone and Schengen visa regime.
Simultaneously, the Great Britain con-
stantly maintains its special relations with
the USA due to similarities in culture and
other political and economic reasons. 

Government and Politics
The Great Britain is a constitutional

monarchy whose executive power is the
Government with the Prime Minister as
its head. The Government is elected by
the Parliament. It is one of the rare coun-
tries which do not have a written and cod-
ified constitution. The Prime Minister
names the Cabinet from the Parliament
members. The monarch has the sover-
eignity and is the head of the state but Her
Majesty’s Government answers to the
House of Commons. 

In theory, the Monarch has wide author-
ity in the UK, but in reality his role is most-
ly ceremonial. The Monarch as the “Crown
in the Parliament” has three rights which
he seldom uses: to be consulted, to give
advice and to warn. At present, the throne

London will be the host of the thirtieth
Summer Olympic Games in 2012, and
will become the first city in the world
which organized it three times: in 1908,
1948 and 2012. Estimation of the costs
is about 2,325£ million with an income
of 3,745£ million from tourism, sold tick-
ets, TV rights, commercials etc.
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The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern IrelandPredstavqamo

Velika Britanija je moderna i razvi-
jena evropska zemqa i jedan od naj-
zna~ajnijih aktera me|unarodnih

odnosa (stalna je ~lanica Saveta bez-
bednosti UN, NATO-a i Evropske uni-
je). Britanska ekonomija spada u najja~e
u svetu, a zemqa je i ~lanica G8 – grupe
najrazvijenijih zemaqa sveta. Ujediwe-
no Kraqevstvo je jedna od ~etiri zemqe
zapadne Evrope ~iji BDP prelazi hi-
qadu milijardi dolara (britanski
BDP u 2004. godini iznosio je 1.782 mi-
lijardi dolara, odnosno 29.600 dolara
po stanovniku), a inflacija, kamatne
stope i nezaposlenost su na veoma ni-
skom nivou. Britanska poqoprivreda
je, prema evropskim standardima, veoma
razvijena, tako da mawe od dva odsto
radne snage obezbe|uje 60 odsto potreba
zemqe za hranom. Ujediweno Kraqev-
stvo poseduje velike rezerve ugqa, pri-
rodnog gasa i nafte. Usluge, posebno
bankarstvo i osigurawe, ~ine najve}i
deo BDP-a, dok se udeo industrije sma-
wuje kao i u drugim razvijenim zemqa-
ma. 

Od 1973. godine Velika Britanija je
~lanica EU, ali ne u~estvuje u svim ob-

licima evropskih integracija, na pri-
mer, nije ~lanica evrozone i Šengen-
skog viznog re`ima. Istovremeno, Bri-
tanija odr`ava posebne odnose sa SAD,
što je ve} dugo konstanta britanske
spoqne politike kako usled kulturnih
sli~nosti, tako i iz drugih politi~kih
i ekonomskih razloga. 

U Londonu }e se 2012. godine odr`ati
30. letwe olimpijske igre, tako da }e
britanska prestonica postati prvi
grad u svetu koji ih je organizovao tri
puta: 1908, 1948. i 2012. godine. Proce-
wuje se da }e troškovi vezani za orga-
nizaciju Igara iznositi oko 2.325 mi-
liona funti, ali da }e prihodi od tu-
rizma, prodatih ulaznica i TV prava,
reklama itd. iznositi, ~ak, oko 3.745
miliona funti.

Vlada i politika 
Velika Britanija je ustavna monar-

hija, a izvršna vlast je skoncentrisana
u Vladi, s premijerom na ~elu, koju bi-
ra Parlament. To je jedna od retkih ze-
maqa koja nema pisan i kodifikovan

ustav. Premijer, koji je i šef Vlade,
imenuje za Kabinet ministre iz sastava
Parlamenta. Nosilac suvereniteta je
monarh, koji je i šef dr`ave, ali je u
britanskoj ustavnoj monarhiji Vlada
Wenog kraqevskog veli~anstva odgo-
vorna Dowem domu Parlamenta.

U Ujediwenom Kraqevstvu monarh,
teoretski, ima široka ovlaš}ewa, ali
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Ujediweno Kraqevstvo Velike Britanije i Severne Irske

GORDI SA RAZLOGOM
Stanovnici Velike Britanije, koju mnogi u svetu nazivaju i Gordi Albion,

s pravom mogu da budu ponosni na svoju zemqu. Nekada najve}a pomorska i
industrijska sila, sadašwa Velika Britanija, moderna i razvijena 

evropska zemqa, ima najdinami~niju evropsku ekonomiju i otvoreno,
multietni~ko društvo.

PROUD WITH REASON
Citizens of Great Britain, also known as Proud Albion, have every 
reason to be proud of their country. Once the greatest naval and 
industrial force and now modern and developed European country, the
Great Britain has the most dynamic economy in Europe and an open, 
multiethnic society. 

Osnovni podaci o Ujediwenom Kraqevstvu
Lokacija Ostrvo u Zapadnoj Evropi i severoisto~ni deo ostrva 

Irska, izme|u Atlantskog okeana i Severnog mora
Veli~ina Ukupno: 244.820 km2; teritorija: 241.590 km2; vodena 

površina: 3.230 km2, ukqu~uju}i i Rokol i 
Šetlandska ostrva 

Du`ina granica 360 km, prema Republici Irskoj
Du`ina obale 12.429 km
Primorski pojas Teritorijalno more 12, a ekskluzivna ribarska zona 200 

nauti~kih miqa
Klima Umerena; ~est je jugozapadni vetar sa Atlantika, uz mnogo

kišnih dana tokom godine 
Reqef Brda i niske planine, sa ravnicama na istoku i jugoistoku
Stanovništvo 60.441.457 stanovnika (jul 2005)
@ivotni vek stanovništva Ukupno: 78 godina; (muškarci – 75, `ene – 80 godina) 
Etni~ke grupe Beli 92,1% (Englezi 83,6%, Škoti 8,6%, Velšani 4,9%, 

Severni Irci 2,9%), crni 2%, Indijci 1,8%, 
Pakistanci 1,3%, mešoviti 1,2%, drugi 1,6% 

Jezici Engleski, velški (oko 26% populacije Velsa), škotska 
varijanta gelik jezika (oko 60.000 stanovnika Škotske)

Rast stanovništva 0,28% u 2005. godini
BDP 1.782 milijardi dolara
Rast BDP-a 3,2% 2004. godine
BDP per capita 29.600 dolara
Privredna struktura Poqoprivreda 1%, industrija 26,3%, usluge 72,7%
Stopa nezaposlenosti 4,8%
Buyet Prihodi: 834,9 milijardi dolara, rashodi: 

896,7 milijardi dolara
Religije Hriš}ani (anglikanci, rimokatolici, prezbiterijanci, 

metodisti) 71,6%, muslimani 2,7%, hindu 1%

The basics about the United Kingdom 
Location The island in Western Europe and the north-eastern part of the 

island of Ireland, between the Atlantic Ocean and North Sea
Area Total of 244,820 km2; land 241,590 km2; water 3,230 km2

including Rockall and Shetland Islands
Border length 360 km with the republic of Ireland
Coast length 12,429 km
Coastal part Territorial sea 12, and exclusive fishing zone 200 nautical miles
Climate Moderate with frequent south-western wind from the 

Atlantic and a lot of rainy days throughout the year
Relief Hills and low mountains with the plains in the south and 

southeast
Population 60,441,457 citizens (July 2005) 
Life expectancy Total of 78 years; men – 75, women – 80
Ethnic groups White 92.1% (English 83.6%, Scots 8.6%, Welsh 4.9%, 

Northern Irish 2.9%), Black 2%, Indians 1.8%, Pakistani 
1.3% and mixed 1.2%, others 1.6% 

Languages English, Welsh (about 26% of the population of Wales), 
Scottish dialect of Gaelic (about 60,000 citizens in Scotland)

Population growth 0.28% in 2005
GDP 1782 billion $
GDP growth 3.2% in 2004
GDP per capita 29,600 $
Economy Agriculture 1%, industry 26.3%, services 72.7&
Unemployment rate 4.8%
Budget Income: 834.9 billion $, expenditure 896.7 billion $
Religion Christian (Anglican, Roman Catholics, Presbyterian, 

Methodist) 71.6%, Muslims 2.7%, Hindu 1%

is very developed with less than 2% of
manpower providing 60% of country’s
need for food. The UK has large reserves of
coal, natural gas and oil. Services, especial-
ly banking and insurance comprise the
major part of GDP while the industry part is
getting smaller.

The Great Britain has been the mem-
ber of EU since 1973. Yet it does not par-
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is held by Queen Elisabeth II who was
crowned in 1953. The British monarch
rules 15 other sovereign countries, the
members of the Commonwealth – organi-
zation comprising almost all former British
colonies. The UK does not have political
and executive power in those independent
countries but it has kept its long-standing
influence over them.

The Parliament, the highest legislative
body in Great Britain has two Houses: the
Upper house or the House of Lords, whose
members are not elected but named, and the
House of Commons which is more power-
ful and can pass a law by passing the
Parliament Act without the House of Lords.
The House of Commons has 646 members
elected by the citizens in one round of
majority elections. The House of Lords has
724 members: lords by inheritance, life
long lords and Anglican Church bishops.
According to the Constitution Chart, the
ministers are elected among the members
of the House of Commons and few of them
among the House of Lords. The Prime
Minister is the leader of the majority party
in the House of Commons. His election
must be formally legalized by the Queen.
Since 1997, the Prime Minister is Tony
Blair, the leader of the Labour Party.

Two biggest parties are Labour Party
and Tory or Conservative Party. The Great
Britain had a two party system for a long
time but the Liberal-Democratic Party has
been gaining more and more significance in
last twenty years and in last elections 2005,
it won 22% of votes and 9.6% of mandates
in the Parliament.

The United Kingdom consists of
England, Scotland, Wales and the Nort-
hern Ireland.

England
England is the biggest part of the UK.

It is positioned in the south and comprises
two thirds of the British island. It borders
Scotland in the north and Wales in the
west. It has not had its political identity

since 1707 when the Great Britain was
established as a unison country. Yet it kept
its legal identity in the union called
England and Wales, especially in relation
to Scotland and Northern Ireland. London,
the biggest English city, is also the capital
of the UK. 

England’s territory is divided in unitary
authorities which include former counties,
districts and boroughs. London is separate
representative government with a mayor
and 32 boroughs. Other English regions
are: North-eastern England, North-western
England, Yorkshire and Camber, Western
Midland, Eastern Midland, South-western
England and South-eastern England.
England is the most populated (it holds the
second place in Europe in population den-
sity, after the Netherland) and ethnically
most versatile part of the Great Britain with
about 49 million citizens (in 2001).

The British Sovereign is the head of
the Anglican Church which is, at least for-
mally, the official church of England with
about 31.5 million worshipers. Other big-
ger religious communities are: Catholics
(about 5 million), Muslims (1.6 million),
Methodists (1.4 million) etc. 

Scotland 
Scotland occupies the north third of the

island. It borders England in the south and
exits to the North Sea in the east and the
Atlantic Ocean in the west. As an inde-
pendent kingdom, it formed a union with
England in 1603. The union was formal-
ized on May 1, 1707 by the Act of Uniting
into the Kingdom of Great Britain with
unison Parliament. However, Scottish
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je u praksi wegova uloga uglavnom cere-
monijalna. Kao „Kruna u Parlamentu”,
ima tri prava, koja se retko koriste: da
bude konsultovan, da daje savete i da
upozorava. Trenutno je na prestolu kra-
qica Elizabeta ÁÁ, koja je krunisana
1953. godine. Britanski monarh je vla-
dar i 15 drugih suverenih zemaqa ~la-
nica Komonvelta, organizacije koja ob-
uhvata gotovo sve bivše britanske ko-
lonije. Ujediweno Kraqevstvo nema po-
liti~ku i izvršnu vlasti nad tim neza-
visnim zemqama, ali je zadr`alo svoj
dugogodišwi uticaj na wih. 

Parlament, najviše zakonodavno te-
lo Velike Britanije, sastoji se od dva

Engleska
Engleska je najve}i deo Ujediwenog

Kraqevstva. Nalazi se na jugu i zauzima
dve tre}ine britanskog ostrva. Grani-
~i se sa Škotskom na severu i sa Vel-
som na zapadu. Nema politi~ki identi-
tet od 1707. godine, kada je Velika Bri-
tanija uspostavqena kao jedinstvena
dr`ava. Ipak, zadr`ala je svoj pravni
identitet, posebno u odnosu na Škot-
sku i Severnu Irsku, u zajednici pod
nazivom Engleska i Vels. Najve}i en-
gleski grad – London, glavni je grad i
Ujediwenog Kraqevstva.

Teritorija Engleske podeqena je na
predstavništva, (unitary authority) koja
obuhvataju nekadašwe grofovije, di-
strikte i gradske opštine (boroughs).
London ~ini zasebno predstavništvo, s
gradona~elnikom i 32 gradske opštine.
Ostali engleski regioni su: Severoi-
sto~na Engleska, Severozapadna Engle-
ska, Jorkšir i Hamber, Zapadni Mi-
dlend, Isto~ni Midlend, Jugozapadna
Engleska i Jugoisto~na Engleska. En-
gleska je najnaseqeniji (druga je u Evro-
pi po gustini naseqenosti, posle Ho-
landije) i etni~ki najraznolikiji deo
Velike Britanije, sa oko 49 miliona
stanovnika (2001. godina).

Britanski suveren se nalazi i na ~e-
lu Anglikanske crkve, koja je, barem
formalno, zvani~na crkva Engleske, sa
oko 31,5 miliona vernika. Druge ve}e
verske zajednice u Engleskoj ~ine: ka-
tolici (oko pet miliona vernika), mu-
slimani (1,6 miliona), metodisti (1,4
miliona) itd.

Škotska 
Škotska zauzima severnu tre}inu

britanskog ostrva. Grani~i se sa En-
gleskom na jugu i izlazi na Severno mo-
re na istoku i na Atlantski okean na
zapadu. Kao nezavisna kraqevina ušla
je u personalnu uniju sa Engleskom 1603.
godine. Unija je formalizovana 1. maja
1707. Aktom o ujediwewu, kojim su se
dve zemqe sjedinile u Kraqevstvo Ve-
like Britanije s jedinstvenim parla-
mentom. Me|utim, pravni sistem Škot-
ske, kao i neke druge institucije, ostao
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doma: Gorweg doma ili Doma lordova,
~iji se ~lanovi ne biraju, ve} imenuju, i
Doweg doma, koji je mo}niji i koji mo`e
da donese zakon ~ak i ako ga je odbio
Dom lordova, i to pomo}u donošewa
parlamentarnog akta (Parliament Act).
Dowi dom ima 646 ~lanova, koje direkt-
no biraju gra|ani u jednom krugu ve}in-
skih izbora, dok Dom lordova ima 724
~lana: lordove po nasle|u, do`ivotne
lordove i biskupe Anglikanske crkve.
Prema ustavnoj poveqi, ministri se
uglavnom biraju od ~lanova Doweg do-
ma, sa malim brojem onih koji se imenu-
ju iz redova lordova, a premijer je li-
der stranke koja ima ve}inu u Dowem
domu i wegov izbor mora formalno da
ozvani~i kraqica. Od 1997. godine bri-
tanski premijer je Toni Bler, lider
Laburisti~ke partije.

Dve najve}e partije su Laburisti~ka
i Torijevska, ili Konzervativna par-
tija. Velika Britanija je dugo imala
dvopartijski sistem, ali je u posledwih
dvadeset godina sve zna~ajnija Liberal-
no-demokratska partija, koja je na po-
sledwim izborima, 2005. godine, osvoji-
la 22 odsto glasova i 9,6 odsto mandata
u Parlamentu.

Ujediweno Kraqevstvo ~ine: Engle-
ska, Škotska, Vels i Severna Irska.



nisti, koji `ele da ostanu deo Ujedi-
wenog Kraqevstva, ali zna~ajna mawi-
na (22 odsto), poznatija kao nacionali-
sti, `eli da Severna Irska postane
deo Republike Irske. Unionisti su
uglavnom protestanti, dok su naciona-
listi ve}inom katolici. Diskrimina-
cija pod unionisti~kom „Stormont”
vladom (po zgradi u kojoj u Belfastu za-
seda Parlament), od 1920. do 1972. godi-
ne, dovela je do osnivawa Pokreta za
gra|anska prava, a zatim i do dugotraj-
nog konflikta, pod nazivom „Proble-
mi”, i nasilnih politi~kih nemira u
periodu od 1968. do 1994. godine. Na
kraju, sredinom devedesetih godina,
glavna paravojna formacija – IRA,
obavezala se na prekid nasiqa, a na
osnovu Ugovora iz Belfasta formira-
ni su 1998. godine Skupština i Iz-
vršno telo Severne Irske, s ravno-
pravnom zastupqenoš}u svih glavnih
politi~kih partija. Irska republi-
kanska armija je 28. jula 2005. objavila
kona~an prekid svojih aktivnosti.

Spoqna politika
Ujediweno Kraqevstvo ima dugu

istoriju vo|ewa anga`ovane spoqne
politike, pa je, posle Francuske, ~lan
ve}eg broja me|unarodnih organizacija
nego bilo koja druga zemqa na svetu.
Kraj „hladnog rata” omogu}io je šire-
we ekonomske liberalizacije, demo-
kratije i qudskih prava u mnoge delove
sveta. Ali, broj sukoba u Africi se
zna~ajno uve}ao, a pojava „otpadni~-
kih” i „urušenih” (failed states) dr`ava
name}e sve ve}i izazov svetskom poret-
ku. To je naro~ito došlo do izra`aja
11. septembra 2001, a potom u Iraku, a
nedavno i u Londonu. Me|unarodna re-
akcija na napade „Al Kaide” i odluka
da se sprovede vojna akcija protiv Ira-
ka pokazuju do kakvih je fundamental-
nih promena došlo u spoqnoj politici
kako Velike Britanije, tako i drugih
zemaqa.

Presenting

legal system and some other institutions
remained intact. In 1801, together with
England, Ireland (later Northern Ireland)
and Wales, Scotland became one of the
four constitutive nations of the United
Kingdom. 

Apart from three major British parties,
there are other active parties lik the Scottish
National Party, Socialist Party and the
Green. Since convoking the Scottish
Parliament in 1998, the main dispute is pro
and con Scottish independence.

Scotland has its national church (42%
worshipers) free of state control. It differs
from the Anglican Church in Presbyterian
form of administration. Other major reli-
gious communities are Catholics (16%),
Muslims (0.8%), Buddhists (0.1%) etc.

Wales   
Wales is a part of the UK with 2.9 mil-

lion citizens. It occupies the south-west-
ern part of the island occupying the area
of 20,779 km2. It borders England in the
east, exits to the Bristol and St. George
Canals in the south and Irish Sea in the
north. The region has not been politically
independent since 1282 when it was con-
quered by the English king Edward I. Yet,
Wales remained Celtic and its people had
their own Welsh language. 

In 1996, Wales was divided in 22
administrative units: nine counties, ten
boroughs and three cities: Cardiff, Swan-
sea and Newport. 

The Northern Ireland   
It was made by the Act of the Govern-

ment of the Republic of Ireland in 1920. It
occupies the territory of 14,139 km2 in the
north-eastern part of the isle of Ireland with
1,685,000 citizens. The major part of the
citizens of the Northern Ireland (59% in
2004) are unionists who want to remain in
the UK. But the significant minority (22%)
known as nationalists want to be a part of

the Republic of Ireland. The unionists are
mostly Protestants and the nationalists are
Catholics. The discrimination under the
unionist “Stormont” government (called so
by the building where the Parliament in
Belfast holds sessions) from 1920 till 1972
led to forming of Citizen Rights Movement
and consequently to the long lasting con-
flict named “Problems” and violent politi-
cal riots from 1968 to 1994. Finally, in the
midst of the nineties, major paramilitary
formation – the IRA committed itself to
stop the violence. In 1998, according to the
Belfast Treaty the Assembly and the
Executive Body of the Northern Ireland
were formed with equal representation of
all major political parties. The Irish
Republican Army announced the final end-
ing of its activities on July 28, 2005. 

Foreign policy  
The United Kingdom has long history

of active foreign policy and is, next to
France, the member of more international
organizations than any other country. The
end of the “cold war” enabled the spread-
ing of economic liberalization, democracy
and human rights to many parts of the
world. Yet the number of conflicts in
Africa grew considerably and appearance
of “renegade” and “failed countries”
imposes an ever greather challenge to the
world order. This was especially pro-
nounced on September 11, 2001 and in
Iraq, and recently in London. International
reaction to the attacks of “al Qaeda” and
the decision to conduct a military operation
in Iraq show the fundamental changes in
the foreign policy of Great Britain and
other countries. 

On December 2, 2003, the British For-
eign & Commonwealth Office issued an
official document about priorities in Bri-
tish foreign policy – FCO Strategy. Acco-
rding to this Strategy, the priorities are:
counterterrorism fight and prevention of

the proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction; protection of the country aga-
inst illegal immigration, drug trafficking
and other international criminal activities;
international relations system based on
the rule of rights; strong and enlarged EU
with a stabile neighbourhood; promotion
of British economic interests in opener
global economy with more competition;
development supported by democracy
and human rights; preservation and pro-
tection of British and world energy
resources; and security and prosperity in
British overseas territories. 

In the second half of 2005, the Great
Britain presides over the European Union
which was the reason for Jack Straw, the
chief of British diplomacy, to point out, in
his addressing the Parliament, that the pri-
orities will be economy reforms and so-
cial justice, security and stability, as well
as the European role in the world. Parti-
cular accent was given to the significance
of future financing of the Union and
reform of common agriculture policy. 

Defence and security
The Defence Ministry is in charge of

implementation of the Government’s Def-
ence Policy and running the Army accord-
ing to its authority. The main goal of the
Defence Ministry is to defend the UK and
its interests as well as to strengthen inter-
national peace and security. Since there
are not any projected conventional threats
in near future, it is primarily orientated
towards the threat of the proliferation of
mass destruction weapons and interna-
tional terrorism and threats that come
from “renegade” and “failed countries”. 

In July 2002, the Defence Minister pre-
sented to the Parliament  the so called Stra-
tegic Defence Review as a response to the
changed security situation after September
11th, and a modified issue of Strategic
Defence Review from 1998. The docu-
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je netaknut. Škotska je 1801. godine po-
stala jedna od ~etiri konstitutivne na-
cije Ujediwenog Kraqevstva, zajedno sa
Engleskom, Irskom (kasnije Severnom
Irskom) i Velsom.

Na škotskoj politi~koj sceni ak-
tivne su, osim tri glavne britanske
partije, i Škotska nacionalna partija,
Socijalisti~ka partija i Zeleni. Na-
kon sazivawa škotskog parlamenta
1998. godine, glavna rasprava se vodi iz-
me|u pristalica i protivnika škotske
nezavisnosti. 

Škotska ima nacionalnu crkvu (42
odsto vernika), koja nije pod dr`avnom
kontrolom, a od Anglikanske crkve se
razlikuje po prezbiterijanskom obliku
crkvene uprave. Ostale ve}e verske za-
jednice su katolici (16 odsto), musli-
mani (0,8 odsto), budisti (0,1 odsto) itd.

Vels 
Vels je deo Ujediwenog Kraqevstva

u kojem `ivi oko 2,9 miliona stanovni-
ka. Prostire se na jugozapadu britan-
skog ostrva, na površini od 20.779 kva-
dratnih kilometara. Na istoku se gra-
ni~i sa Engleskom, na jugu izlazi na
Bristolski kanal, na zapadu na Kanal
Sv. Yorya, a na severu na Irsko more.
Region nije politi~ki nezavisan od
1282. godine, kada ga je pokorio engle-
ski kraq Edvard Á. Me|utim, Vels je
ostao keltski region, a velški narod je
nastavio da govori velškim jezikom.
Vels je 1996. godine podeqen na 22 admi-
nistrativne jedinice: devet grofovija,
10 gradskih opština i tri grada: Kar-
dif, Svensi i Wuport. 

Severna Irska 
Stvorena je na osnovu Akta Vlade

Republike Irske 1920. godine. Obuhva-
ta teritoriju od 14.139 kvadratnih ki-
lometara u severoisto~nom delu irskog
ostrva i ima 1.685.000 stanovnika. Ve-
}inski deo stanovništva Severne Ir-
ske (59 odsto u 2004. godini) ~ine unio-

Britansko ministarstvo spoqnih
poslova i Komonvelta (FCO – Foreign &
Commonwealth Office) izdalo je 2. decem-
bra 2003. zvani~an dokument o glavnim
spoqnopoliti~kim prioritetima Ve-
like Britanije – Strategiju Mini-
starstva spoqnih poslova i Komon-
velta (FCO Strategy). Prema Strategiji,
glavni prioriteti su: borba protiv te-
rorizma i širewa oru`ja za masovno
uništewe; zaštita zemqe od ilegalne
imigracije, trgovine drogom i drugih
me|unarodnih kriminalnih aktivnosti;
sistem me|unarodnih odnosa zasnovan
na vladavini prava; jaka i proširena
EU sa stabilnim susedstvom; promocija
britanskih ekonomskih interesa u sve
otvorenijoj i konkurentnijoj globalnoj
ekonomiji; razvoj uz podršku demokra-
tije i qudskih prava; o~uvawe i zašti-
ta britanskih i svetskih zaliha energi-
je, i bezbednost i prosperitet u britan-
skim prekomorskim teritorijama.

Velika Britanija predsedava Ev-
ropskom unijom u drugoj polovini 2005,
pa je Yek Stro, šef britanske diplo-
matije, naglasio u obra}awu Parlamen-
tu da su, u vezi s tim, glavni priorite-
ti ekonomske reforme i socijalna
pravda, bezbednost i stabilnost, kao i
evropska uloga u svetu. Posebno je na-
glašen zna~aj budu}eg finansirawa
Unije i reforme zajedni~ke poqopri-
vredne politike.

Odbrana i bezbednost
U Ujediwenom Kraqevstvu Mini-

starstvo odbrane je zadu`eno za imple-
mentaciju Vladine politike odbrane i,
istovremeno, upravqa Vojskom u okviru
svojih nadle`nosti. Glavni ciq Mini-
starstva odbrane jeste odbrana Ujedi-
wenog Kraqevstva i wegovih interesa,
kao i ja~awe me|unarodnog mira i bez-
bednosti. Budu}i da ne predvi|a nika-
kvu konvencionalnu pretwu u skorijoj
budu}nosti, orijentisano je prvenstve-
no na pretwe od širewa oru`ja za ma-
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functions), divisions and brigades. Its
recruits come mostly from the UK in the
number of 25,000 soldiers a year. Due to
the low rate of unemployment, the Army
had difficulties recruiting, so at the begin-
ning the 21st century it recruited greater
number of soldiers from other countries
(mostly Commonwealth). By the middle
of year 2004, they made 7.5% of the
Army i.e., 5,620 foreign soldiers from 42
countries (without 3000 Nepal Gurkhas).
After Nepal, the most soldiers come from
Fiji, Jamaica, Australia and South Africa.

British Army in numbers
Manpower (Regular Army)

112,700 people
Manpower (Territorial Army)

40,000+ people
Tanks

386, type “Challenger 2”
Infantry vehicles 

575, type “Warrior”
Armoured transport vehicles

4,000+
Vehicles, type “Land Rover”

10,000+
Artillery weapons 400
Aircrafts 290

The Royal Navy is the oldest part of the
British armed forces with the most advanced
technology. It is also the biggest one in
Western Europe. Officially, it is only a part
of the Naval Service which consists of Royal
Marines, Naval Service reserves, Fleet Air
Arm and Royal Fleet Auxiliary which pro-
vides fuel and other equipment for British
ships all over the world. Still, the name
Royal Navy for the entire Naval Service
established itself in time. After the II World
War, the Royal Navy participated in many
war operations and is currently deployed in
different regions all over the world.

The Royal Air Force (RAF) was estab-
lished on April 1st, 1918. Its fleet consists of
942 aircrafts and 53,400 people and is one of
the biggest and, technologically, most
advanced air forces in the world. 

The head of RAF and Air Force Board
(AFB) is the chief of Air Force Headqu-
arters. The AFB is one of Defence Council
Committees (the Defence Council within the
ministry forms defence policy with the State
Secretary of Defence as its head) and a kind
of RAF management board. Its members are
heads of commands and other high officers. 

There are only two commands in RAF
now: Fighting Command for all kinds of
operations and fights and Training and
Manpower Command which recruits and
trains including flying. Training the Royal
Air Force is composed of: RAF Regiment –
special corps which defends air space; RAF
Intelligence; RAF Military Police and
University Squadron – unit for student
training in air force academies.

G. POPOVIC
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ment Delivering Security in a Changing
World, issued in July 2004, shows analy-
sis of the security situation in the future,
British strategic priorities and the way of
reforming the Army in order to respond to
the security threats after September 11th.
This document also shows some prerequi-
sites to the public which will be the base
of the plans of the Ministry for: spreading
of British foreign and security policy to
new areas; global response to internation-
al terrorism threats; training of the armed
forces to conduct three simultaneous
operations of middle and small scope
including operations without American
army and simultaneous operations of big
and small scope. The supposition is that
the operations of big scope will be con-
ducted in cooperation with USA under the
auspices of NATO or the USA. 

British armed forces 
The supreme commander of the Uni-

ted Kingdom armed forces is the Queen
but in reality, they are run by the Defence
Ministry. They protect the UK and its
overseas territories, promote British secu-
rity interests and support international
efforts to keep peace. Britain is the mem-
ber of NATO and participates in several
coalition operations. 

The British armed forces are composed
of three main parts: the British Army, the
Royal Navy and the Royal Air force. In
2004, the British Army had 112,700 sol-

diers, with 7,600 women included. The
Royal Air force had 53,400 soldiers and the
Royal Navy 40,900 soldiers. The Royal
Navy controls British strategic nuclear
weapons and Royal Marines secure com-
mando units. In total, British armed forces
have 210,000 active soldiers. In emergency
cases, about 15 million people can be mobi-
lized (age 15 to 49) and the number of those
who completed the training is 12,300,000. 

The defence budget for a period of
2004/2005 is 29.7 billion £ (2.6% of the
total GDP) and for the period of
2006/2007 it will be 32.1 billion £. This
military expenditure places the Great
Britain in the third place in the world,
after the USA and Japan. Together with
France and Russia, the Great Britain has
the most powerful and comprehensive
armed forces in Europe. 

The British Army which consists of
the UK land forces participated in mili-
tary campaigns and operations all over the
world and has a long and significant his-
tory of fighting. Today it has the most
developed technology in the world and is
deployed in many war zones and United
Nations peace missions. 

Due to different origins of its parts, the
structure of the British army is elaborate.
It is divided into Regular Army (full-time
professional soldiers) and Territorial
Army (part-time soldiers). Its military
structure is divided into corpses (adminis-
trative gathering according to common
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sovno uništewe i me|unarodnog tero-
rizma, kao i na opasnosti koje prete iz
tzv. otpadni~kih i urušenih dr`ava.

Ministar odbrane je u julu 2002. pred-
stavio Parlamentu tzv. Novo poglavqe
Strateškog odbrambenog pregleda
(Strategic Defense Review – SDR), kao odgo-
vor na izmewenu bezbednosnu situaciju
nastalu nakon 11. septembra, i modifi-
kovano izdawe Strateškog odbrambe-
nog pregleda iz 1998. godine. Dokument
O~uvawe bezbednosti u svetu koji se
mewa (Delivering Security in a Changing
World), koji je objavqen u julu 2004, sadr-
`i analizu bezbednosne situacije u bu-
du}nosti, strateške prioritete Velike
Britanije i na~in na koji }e se refor-
misati oru`ane snage da bi mogle da od-
govore na bezbednosne pretwe nakon 11.
septembra. U tom dokumentu javnosti su
predo~ene odre|ene pretpostavke na ko-
jima }e Ministarstvo zasnivati plano-
ve u vezi sa: širewem britanske spoqne
i bezbednosne politike na nova podru~-
ja; globalnim odgovorom na pretwe me-
|unarodnog terorizma; osposobqavawem
vojnih snaga za izvo|ewe tri simultane
operacije sredweg i malog obima, ukqu-
~uju}i i osposobqavawe za predvo|ewe
operacija u kojima nije ukqu~ena ame-
ri~ka vojska, i osposobqavawem za spro-
vo|ewe operacije velikog obima, uz si-
multano izvo|ewe operacije malog obi-
ma. Pretpostavqa se da }e se operacija
velikog obima izvoditi u savezništvu
sa SAD, bilo pod okriqem NATO-a, bi-
lo pod vo|stvom Sjediwenih Dr`ava.

Britanske oru`ane snage
Vrhovni komandant oru`anih snaga

Ujediwenog Kraqevstva, tj. Britanskih
oru`anih snaga, jeste kraqica, ali voj-
skom, u stvari, upravqa Ministarstvo
odbrane. Britanske oru`ane snage su
zadu`ene za: zaštitu Ujediwenog Kra-
qevstva i wegovih prekomorskih teri-
torija, promovisawe britanskih bez-
bednosnih interesa i podr`avawe me-
|unarodnih napora za o~uvawe mira.
Britanija je ~lanica NATO-a i u~e-
stvuje u više koalicionih operacija.

Britanske oru`ane snage sastoje se od
tri glavne celine: Britanske armije,
Kraqevske mornarice i Kraqevskog va-
zduhoplovstva. U 2004. godini Britan-
ska armija je imala 112.700 vojnika, od ~e-
ga 7.600 `ena, Kraqevske vazduhoplovne
snage su se sastojale od 53.400 vojnika,
dok je Kraqevska mornarica imala
40.900 pripadnika. Kraqevska mornari-
ca kontroliše britansko strateško nu-
klearno naoru`awe, a Kraqevski ma-
rinci obezbe|uju jedinice komandosa.
Ukupno, Britanske oru`ane snage imaju
210.000 aktivnih vojnika. U slu~aju po-
trebe, mo`e da se mobiliše oko 15 mili-
ona qudi (od 15 do 49 godina), a završenu
vojnu obuku ima oko 12.300.000 qudi.

Za 2004/2005. godinu buyet za odbra-
nu iznosi 29,7 milijardi funti (2,6 od-
sto ukupnog BDP-a), a 2006/2007. godine,

prema bud`etskim projekcijama, izno-
si}e 32,1 milijardu funti. Tako se Ve-
lika Britanija nalazi na tre}em mestu
po vojnim izdacima u svetu, iza SAD i
Japana. Zajedno sa Francuskom i Rusi-
jom, Britanija ima najmo}nije i najsve-
obuhvatnije oru`ane snage u Evropi. 

Britanska armija, koju ~ine kopnene
oru`ane snage Ujediwenog Kraqevstva,
u~estvovala je u vojnim kampawama i
operacijama širom sveta, i ima dugu i
zna~ajnu istoriju ratovawa. Danas ta
armija spada u tehnološki najnapred-
nije kopnene snage na svetu i raspore-
|ena je u mnogim ratnim zonama širom
sveta kao deo borbenih snaga i u misija-
ma o~uvawa mira Ujediwenih nacija.

Struktura Britanske armije je umno-
gome slo`ena usled razli~itog porekla
wenih sastavnih delova. Podeqena je na
regularnu armiju (stalno zaposleni pro-
fesionalni vojnici) i na teritorijalnu
armiju (povremeno zaposleni vojnici),
dok je wena vojna struktura podeqena na
korpuse (administrativno grupisawe
prema zajedni~kim funkcijama), divizi-
je i brigade. Britanska armija uglavnom
regrutuje svoj sastav u Ujediwenom Kra-
qevstvu, i to oko 25.000 vojnika go-
dišwe. Zbog niske stope nezaposleno-
sti Armija je imala problema s popu-
nom, ali je po~etkom 21. veka pove}an
broj regruta iz drugih zemaqa (uglavnom
iz Komonvelta). Oni su sredinom 2004.
godine ~inili 7,5 odsto ukupnog sastava
Armije, odnosno, bilo je ukupno 5.620
stranih vojnika iz 42 zemqe (ne ra~una-
ju}i 3.000 nepalskih Gurki). Posle Ne-
pala, najviše vojnika je iz Fiyija, Ja-
majke, Australije i ju`ne Afrike.

Britanska armija u brojkama
Qudstvo (regularna armija)

112.700 qudi
Qudstvo (teritorijalna armija)

40.000+qudi
Borbeni tenkovi

386, tipa „Challenger 2”
Pešadijska borbena vozila

575, tipa „Warrior”
Oklopna vozila za prevoz qudstva

4.000+
Vozila tipa „Land Rover”

10.000+

Artiqerijska oru|a 400
Avioni 290

Kraqevska mornarica je najstariji
sastavni deo Britanskih oru`anih sna-
ga i tehnološki najnaprednija i najve-
}a mornarica u Zapadnoj Evropi. Zva-
ni~no, Kraqevska mornarica je samo
deo Pomorske slu`be (Naval Service), ko-
ja se sastoji od Kraqevskih marinaca,
Rezervi Pomorske slu`be, Flote nosa-
~a aviona (Fleet Air Arm) i Pomo}ne slu-
`be Kraqevske flote (Royal Fleet Auxili-
ary), koja snabdeva gorivom i drugom
opremom britanske brodove širom sve-
ta. Ipak, vremenom se uobi~ajio naziv
Kraqevska mornarica za celokupnu
Pomorsku slu`bu. U periodu posle
Drugog svetskog rata Kraqevska morna-
rica je u~estvovala u brojnim ratnim
operacijama, a trenutno je raspore|ena
u razli~itim regionima širom sveta.

Kraqevske vazduhoplovne snage, ko-
je se ~esto skra}eno nazivaju RAF
(Royal Air Force), oformqene su još 1.
aprila 1918. godine. Imaju flotu od 942
aviona i 53.400 qudi, i spadaju u najve}e
i tehnološki najnaprednije vazduho-
plovne snage na svetu.

Na ~elu RAF-a, kao i na ~elu Borda
vazduhoplovnih snaga (Air Force Board –
AFB), nalazi se šef Vazduhoplovnog
štaba. Bord vazduhoplovnih snaga je je-
dan od komiteta Saveta odbrane (Savet
odbrane je, u okviru Ministarstva od-
brane, zadu`en za formulisawe od-
brambene politike, a na wegovom ~elu
se nalazi dr`avni sekretar za odbranu)
i neka vrsta menad`ment-borda RAF-a,
a sastoji se od zapovednika komandi i
drugih visokih oficira.

U sadašwem RAF-u postoje samo dve
komande: Borbena komanda, koja je zadu-
`ena za sve vrste operativnih i borbe-
nih dejstava, i Komanda za obuku i qud-
stvo, koja se bavi regrutacijom i obu-
kom, ukqu~uju}i i obuku za letewe.
Kraqevske vazduhoplovne snage sastoje
se od: RAF-ove regimente – specijalnog
korpusa zadu`enog za odbranu vazduš-
nog prostora; Obaveštajne slu`be
RAF-a; Vojne policije RAF-a i Uni-
verzitetske vazduhoplovne eskadrile –
jedinice za obuku studenata na vazduho-
plovnim akademijama.

G. POPOVI]
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Presenting

H.E. David John Gowan, 
Ambassador of the United Kingdom 

of Great Britain and Northern Ireland 
in Serbia and Montenegro

THE ROAD
WITH MANY

BRIDGES
We believe that the State Union offers the

best framework for Serbia and
Montenegro on its way towards the EU.

Of course, Serbia and Montenegro has
many more bridges to cross, which

include meeting the Copenhagen criteria.

• What is your opinion on the current sta-
tus of our country on its way towards
Euro-Atlantic integrations?
– Good progress has been made in the

field of defence reform. We are also glad that
the EU Feasibility Study was positive. This
reflected significant achievements by Serbia
and Montenegro in implementing reforms. 

Membership of Partnership for Peace and
real progress towards a Stabilisation and
Association Agreement with the EU will
depend on full cooperation with ICTY. In
this respect, the transfer of Mladic and
Karadzic to The Hague is critical. 

EU Ministers are watching Serbia and
Montenegro closely. If Mladic and Karadzic
are transferred, this will give an enormous
boost to the process of Euro-Atlantic inte-
gration. But if they are not transferred as the
autumn wears on, this will increasingly
overshadow the relationship. 

• In your opinion, how should we fight
against the world terrorism?
– Terrorists do not respect national

boundaries. The fight against terror therefore
must be international. All countries have a
responsibility to work together to prevent
criminals intent on causing death and suffer-
ing to innocent people succeeding.

Since the attacks on London on 7 July, the
UK government has introduced new measures
to help curb the effects of terrorism. These
include widening the grounds for deportation
of foreign nationals who foster hatred; advo-
cate violence or who justify or validate such
violence. Under new anti-terrorism laws it will
be an offence to condone or glorify terrorism
anywhere, not just in the UK.

The Muslim community are our partners
in all this. Much of the insistence on strong
action to tackle extremism is coming most

vigorously from Muslims themselves, who
are deeply concerned about the activities of
a tiny fanatical fringe.

• How do you see the fact that those who
carried out terrorist attacks in London
are UK citizens?
– Those who we believe carried out the

attacks in July actually held various forms of
nationality and residence in the UK. It is
possible under British law to take away citi-
zenship from those individuals with British
or dual nationality who act against the UK’s
interests. While these measures will only be
used in extreme cases, they are nevertheless
an important tool in dealing with extremism
where it exists in the UK.

In addition we are compiling an interna-
tional database of those individuals whose
activities or views pose a threat to Britain’s
security. Anyone on that database will be
denied entry to the UK.

• How could our country be of assistance
in the fight against world terrorism?
– As I said before, it is important that

countries work together to tackle the prob-
lem of terrorism. Building closer interna-
tional cooperation between the various agen-
cies engaged in fighting terrorism will help,
as can supporting and adhering to the UN
Counter Terrorist conventions.

But whatever steps are taken to tackle
terrorism, it is vital that we continue to
respect human rights. States have a duty to
protect the lives of their citizens, but as his-
tory has shown, Governments who ignore
the accepted laws and conventions of socie-
ty in order to deal with terrorism usually pro-
long and escalate conflicts.

I think it important to make it clear that
the steps the UK has taken since the attacks
on 7 July are in no way aimed at decent, law-
abiding members of the Muslim community.
We know that terrorists do not truly repre-
sent Islam and that Muslims in general abhor
their actions. We continue to welcome those
who visit our country, from whatever reli-
gious or ethnic background.

• How do you see Serbia and Montene-
gro as a state
– We believe that the State Union offers

the best framework for Serbia and
Montenegro on its way towards the EU. Of
course, Serbia and Montenegro has to cross
many more bridges, which include meeting
the Copenhagen criteria.

If there is a move in Montenegro to call a
referendum on separation, this must be held
in full accordance with the Constitutional
Charter and the supplementary document of
April 2005. Achieving this would be above
all a question for Belgrade and Podgorica to
resolve. We would support any outcome as
long as it was democratic, peaceful, consen-
sual and constitutional.

• What is Great Britain’s official position
on resolving the issues of Kosovo?
– We are waiting for Ambassador Kai

Eide to submit his comprehensive review on
implementation of Standards in Kosovo. It
must then be for the Secretary General of the
UN, with the support of the International
Community, to decide whether the condi-
tions to begin talks on the future status of
Kosovo are in place. We are committed to
finding a lasting solution in Kosovo (in
accordance with UNSCR 1244) that pro-
vides for multi-ethnicity, protection of
minority rights and regional stability.

• Could (non-) cooperation with The
Hague jeopardise the current level of
achieved reforms in Serbia and Monte-
negro?
– Yes. As I have already explained, the

transfer of Mladic and Karadzic is a key
issue for the future of Serbia and
Montenegro. This is an obligation accepted
as part of Serbia and Montenegro’s member-
ship of the UN. It is of enormous importance
during this year that has seen the tenth
anniversary of the mass murder of some
8,000 men and youths at Srebrenica. The
Indictments against Mladic and Karadzic
rest in large part on charges relating to this
appalling crime.

If transfer of Mladic and Karadzic is
achieved, it will help to accelerate move-
ment towards Partnership for Peace (and in
the longer term NATO) and towards a
Stabilisation and Association Agreement. If
it is not achieved, the longer-term prospects
for Euro-Atlantic integration will be non-
existent.

In plain terms, the future for Serbia and
Montenegro within NATO and EU depends
on readiness to accept the values of both
these bodies. There is no halfway house.

M. ILIC
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Predstavqamo

W.E. Dejvid Yon Goven, 
ambasador Ujediwenog Kraqevstva
Velike Britanije i Severne Irske 

u Srbiji i Crnoj Gori

PUT SA MNOGO
MOSTOVA

Verujemo da je dr`avna zajednica
najboqi okvir i za Srbiju i za Crnu

Goru na putu ka Evropskoj uniji.
Naravno, Srbija i Crna Gora mora

da pre|e još mnogo mostova, što
podrazumeva i ispuwewe kriteriju-

ma iz Kopenhagena.

• Šta mislite o trenutnom sta-
tusu naše zemqe na putu ka evroa-
tlantskim integracijama?
– U~iwen je znatan napredak u re-

formi odbrane. Drago nam je i što je
pozitivna Studija o izvodqivosti
Evropske unije. To ukazuje na zna~ajan
uspeh Srbije i Crne Gore u sprovo|ewu
reformi. Me|utim, ~lanstvo u „Part-
nerstvu za mir” i pravi napredak pre-
ma sporazumu o stabilizaciji i pridru-
`ivawu Evropskoj uniji zavisi}e od
potpune saradwe s Me|unarodnim kri-
vi~nim sudom za bivšu Jugoslaviju, pri
~emu je presudno izru~ewe Mladi}a i
Karayi}a Hagu. Ministri Evropske
unije pa`qivo prate Srbiju i Crnu Go-
ru. Ako se Mladi} i Karayi} isporu~e,
to }e biti izuzetan podsticaj za proces
evroatlantskih integracija. 

• Prema Vašem mišqewu, kako se
treba boriti protiv svetskog te-
rorizma?
– Teroristi ne poštuju dr`avne

granice, pa borba protiv terorizma
mora da bude internacionalna. Sve dr-
`ave su odgovorne za zajedni~ko delo-
vawe u spre~avawu kriminalaca da iza-
zivaju smrt i patwu nedu`nih qudi.
Posle napada na London, 7. jula, bri-
tanska vlada je uvela nove mere za kon-
trolu efekata terorizma. One obuhva-
taju i proširewe osnova za deportova-
we stranih dr`avqana koji podsti~u
mr`wu i zagovaraju nasiqe, ili koji ga
opravdavaju i smatraju legalnim. Pre-
ma novim zakonima za spre~avawe tero-
rizma, prekršajem }e se smatrati prav-
dawe ili veli~awe terorizma bilo gde
u svetu, ne samo u Velikoj Britaniji.
Naš partner u svemu tome je musliman-
ska zajednica. Na sna`noj akciji pro-
tiv ekstremizma upravo insistiraju
muslimani, koji su duboko zabrinuti

zbog aktivnosti male grupe fanati~-
nih odmetnika.

• Kako gledate na ~iwenicu da su
osobe koje su izvele teroristi~ke
napade na London britanski dr`a-
vqani?
– Oni za koje verujemo da su u julu iz-

veli teroristi~ke napade u`ivaju raz-
li~it status u vezi s britanskim dr`a-
vqanstvom i prebivalištem. Prema
britanskom zakonu, mo`e se oduzeti
dr`avqanstvo osobama koje imaju bri-
tansku ili dvojnu nacionalnost ukoli-
ko deluju protiv interesa zemqe. Iako
}e se preduzimati samo u ekstremnim
slu~ajevima, te mere su ipak va`no
oru|e u borbi protiv ekstremizma u
Velikoj Britaniji.

Pored toga, sakupqamo i internaci-
onalnu bazu podataka o osobama ~ije su
aktivnosti ili stavovi pretwa bezbed-
nosti Britanije. Svakome ko se nalazi
u toj bazi podataka bi}e zabrawen ula-
zak u zemqu.

• Kako naša zemqa mo`e da pomog-
ne u borbi protiv svetskog tero-
rizma?
– Va`no je da dr`ave deluju zajedno u

suprotstavqawu terorizmu. Usposta-
vqawe bli`e internacionalne sarad-
we izme|u razli~itih slu`bi koje su
ukqu~ene u borbu protiv terorizma bi-
lo bi od velike pomo}i, kao i podr`a-
vawe i pristupawe konvencijama pro-
tiv terorizma Ujediwenih nacija. Me-
|utim, bez obzira na to kakve mere
preduzimamo u borbi protiv terori-
zma, glavno je da se i daqe poštuju qud-
ska prava. Du`nost dr`ava je da štite
`ivote svojih gra|ana, ali se pokazalo
da vlade koje ignorišu prihva}ene za-
kone i obi~aje društva u nameri da se
obra~unaju s terorizmom obi~no produ-

`avaju i poja~avaju sukobe. Mere koje je
britanska vlada preduzela posle napa-
da 7. jula nisu ni u kojem slu~aju usmere-
ni na ~asne gra|ane muslimanske zajed-
nice koji poštuju zakon. Mi znamo da
teroristi nisu pravi predstavnici
islama i da se muslimani generalno
gnušaju wihovih postupaka. Nastavi}e-
mo da pru`amo gostoprimstvo onima
koji pose}uju našu zemqu bez obzira na
wihovo versko ili etni~ko poreklo.

• Kako vidite Srbiju i Crnu Goru
kao dr`avu?
– Verujemo da je na putu ka Evropskoj

uniji dr`avna zajednica najboqi okvir
i za Srbiju i za Crnu Goru. Naravno,
Srbija i Crna Gora mora da pre|e još
mnogo mostova, što podrazumeva i ispu-
wewe kriterijuma iz Kopenhagena. Ako
u Crnoj Gori postoji namera da se ra-
spiše referendum o odvajawu, to mora
da se sprovede u potpunoj saglasnosti sa
Ustavnom poveqom i prate}im doku-
mentom iz aprila 2005. godine. Ali, to
pitawe }e morati da reše izme|u sebe
Beograd i Podgorica. Mi }emo podr`a-
ti svaki ishod koji se postigne na demo-
kratski, miran i ustavan na~in. 

• Kakav je zvani~ni stav Velike
Britanije u vezi s rešavawem pro-
blema Kosova?
– ^ekamo da ambasador Kai Eide

podnese detaqan izveštaj o implemen-
taciji standarda na Kosovu. Tada }e ge-
neralni sekretar Ujediwenih nacija,
uz podršku me|unarodne zajednice, mo-
rati da odlu~i da li su se stekli uslo-
vi za po~etak pregovora o budu}em sta-
tusu Kosova. Mi ostajemo pri stavu da
treba da se prona|e dugoro~no rešewe
za Kosovo, saglasno s Rezolucijom Sa-
veta bezbednosti 1244, kojom su predvi-
|eni multietni~nost, zaštita prava
mawina i regionalna stabilnost.

• Mo`e li (ne)saradwa s Hagom da
ugrozi trenutni nivo reformi u
Srbiji i Crnoj Gori?
– Da. Kao što sam ve} objasnio, iz-

ru~ewe Mladi}a i Karayi}a kqu~no je
pitawe za budu}nost Srbije i Crne Go-
re. To je obaveza koju je Srbija i Crna
Gora prihvatila kao ~lanica Ujediwe-
nih nacija i weno ispuwewe je izuzet-
no zna~ajno ove godine, kada se na-
vršava deset godina od masovnog ubi-
stva oko 8.000 muškaraca u Srebreni-
ci. Najve}i deo optu`nica protiv
Mladi}a i Karayi}a odnosi se na na taj
u`asni zlo~in. Ako se postigne wiho-
vo izru~ewe, ubrza}e se pribli`avawe
„Partnerstvu za mir” (a kasnije i NA-
TO-u) i sporazumu o stabilizaciji i
pridru`ivawu. Ako se to ne postigne,
ne}e biti ni dugoro~nih mogu}nosti za
evroatlantske integracije. Jednostav-
no re~eno, budu}nost Srbije i Crne Go-
re u NATO-u i EU zavisi od wene
spremnosti da prihvati wihove vred-
nosti – ne postoji drugi na~in.

M. ILI]
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Serbia and Montenegro

After the democratic changes in October
2000, the question of our country’s attitude
towards and relationship with PfP and

NATO has been posed in a new ligt. In the first
period (2001-2002), due to a very firm political
attitude of the governing political forces and
defensive attitude of the opposition parties (in
the first place forces from the time of Milosevic)
it seemed that the problem was solved, and that
it was only the matter of political tactics, or
according to the optimists, of the “political tech-
nology” for the process to be finished by the
acceptance to the Partnership. Therefore, the
expert texts with more serious pretensions (e.g.
PhD V. Vekaric in International Problems, or
even N. Pavkovic in Military Act) were imbued
with with the conviction that it is an inevitable
and therefore politically acceptable strategic
choice (even) for our country. The truth is that in
these texts as well, one important characteristic
is pointed out – a contradictory (very positive)
public opinion concerning joining the PfP pro-
gram and (a very negative one) concerning join-
ing the NATO itself. That stated, but only gener-
ally analyzed, paradox has not been, apart from
rare individuals, studied and explained both
from the aspects of the political elite and mili-
tary structures, so in that moment, the fact that
remained unnoticed was that even a part of the
professional structures in the Army, in fact,
shared that attitude and even with less inclina-
tion towards the PfP than the general public.

Dwindling of the optimism
At the same time, for many people in our

country totally unexpectedly, the representa-
tives of the leading countries of NATO and PfP
were much more reserved, and, with agreement
about the need and usefulness of joining PfP,
they pointed out a number of issues which were
to be solved first, as a precondition for even
starting the joining process. Many people, not
even those in closed circles, did not seriously
discuss the real implications of that attitude, and
in public, that, more or less, stayed on the level
of pointing to the fact that partners from Euro-
Atlantic security integrations demanded from
us to “fulfill their conditions”, without analyz-
ing if that was the picture of reality, or some
political whim of the powerful. Among the sup-
porters and promoters of the idea of urgent join-
ing PfP, one could even hear statements that we
“didn’t deserve this” and that we were being
treated suspiciously as “the Russians were” (i.e.
as if the West were not sure whether democrat-
ic changes in the society, on the whole, espe-

cially in the Army definitely ensued, and that
the process of modernization and democratiza-
tion was surely irreversible).

When – in the period of dwindling of the
exhilaration with the first democratic changes
in the country and its first successes in the rein-
tegration into institutions and processes in the
international community, and at the same time,
in the period of the renewed internal political
conflicts – open political clashes started, about
both foreign political and defense aims, and the
tactic of their fulfillment, it became apparent
that even among serious political forces in the
country and inside the military circles, there
were important differences concerning joining
the PfP, or rather fulfilling the required condi-
tions. Newly reborn, so called patriotic forces
started to question more and more openly the
point of joining PfP, at the price of fulfilling the
“strict” or even “painful” conditions forced
upon us. The truth is, the mere need for joining
the Partnership, as the integration that involves
almost all European countries, is the thing
which has most rarely been questioned, but
mainly, in the arguments of the opponents, join-
ing is presented as a mostly political attitude,
and much less as concrete engagement, fol-
lowed by all implied changes in political rela-
tions in the country, especially thorough reform
and democratic, civil control of the security sec-
tor, and unambiguous manifestation of the
readiness to fulfil international obligations.
More politically relevant, after the election in
2003 by constituting the governing coalition
dependable also on the votes of SPS in the
Parliament, there was an unusual situation of
political division (not only according to “sec-
tors”, meaning Ministries, as it is usually pre-
sented to the public, but also among governing
parties on the whole) in which some chose
urgent joining PfP, and accepted fulfilling the
conditions for that, the others partly did not
want that, and partly could not politically accept
the price which would due to this be paid in the
next elections. The trouble is that fulfilling the
conditions mostly depends less on those who
are ready to accept them, and more on those
who think that they are unacceptable in the sit-
uation when the country is facing the problem
of its own survival, and the problem of main-
taining territorial sovereignty, and the society
facing the problem of going through the harder
part of the transition process. 

Of course, this led to an even harder attitude
of the representatives of the leading countries of
NATO, who in all situations, especially during
the visits to our country started openly to point
out to our highest representatives and to the gen-

eral public that the so-called policy of precondi-
tioning is something which is undebatable and
unnegotiable, and that only fully completed con-
ditions, especially, the delivering of the most
wanted war crimes inditees to the Tribunal in the
Hague, presents conditio sine qua non of Serbia
and Montenegro’s joining all, as well as security
and Euro-Atlantic integrations.

What next?
So we found ourselves in a situation where

for a longer period of time, when it comes to
Serbia and Montenegro’s joining the Euro-
Atlantic integrations, we are faced with a stale-
nate – although the basic political orientation
formally exists, a part of necessary reforms
either has been planned or performed, but the
most vulnerable part of the conditions has not,
and it is the question whether in the existing
political constellation in the near future can be,
fulfilled; which makes irrelevant all the rest. In
these circumstances the reserved behaviour of
the experts and specialists for security and inter-
national relations is somewhat understandable.
To publicly come out regarding (not) joining the
Partnership, to majority seems as taking part in
political, not expert debate. But the mere nature
of that question is political, and discussing it is
practically impossible to isolate from politics
into some expert splendid isolation. On the con-
trary, at least in our opinion, both expert respon-
sibility and public courage simply ask for seri-
ous discussion to be started about several ques-
tions with highly serious repercussions:

Has our society, on its way to democratiza-
tion, crossed the point of no return in the sector of
security policy and external political orientation
of joining the post-cold-war security architecture
of Europe, and if not, what are the reasons?

How much time do we need (or how much
time is necessary) to achieve that and at what
pace and what would the “acceptable” price be
for internal politic structures?

Are there, and if there are any at all, which
are the possible alternatives?

Do western politicians and diplomats make
mistakes in using strict preconditioning policy
touard our country (BiH as well, but that is less
relevant for us) in this field, and does keeping
these two countries in a security isolation in
today’s world of changed security threats cause
more problems than influence on the positive
and democratic process of their development?

Is there any and what would be the more
productive alternative policy of the West con-
cerning this domain? Etc. 

Obviously, a serious dialogue is needed
about these and similar questions. I say dia-
logue, because I am firmly convinced that we
really do need it – so that we could finally, both
in the domain of profession and policy, accept
that the differences in attitudes are inevitable,
and legitimate, but those decisions which bind
the whole society, and which have crutial and
long-term consequences for it, must be reached
by argumentative discussion. The role of profes-
sion is to give all the information, analyses and
rational argumentation needed, and the role of
politics is to study them, and to accept that
which can best contribute to reaching the nation-
al interest, in the way it is seen by the democrat-
ic majority.

Prof. Ph. D Ivo VISKOVIC
The Faculty of Political Sciences, Belgrade
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On the threshold of the Partnership for PeaceSrbija i Crna Gora

Nakon demokratskih promena oktobra
2000. postavqeno je na nov na~in i pi-
tawe odnosa naše zemqe prema

„Partnerstvu za mir” (PzM) i Severnoa-
tlantskom savezu. U prvom periodu (2001
–2002), zbog umnogome ~vrstog politi~kog
stava vladaju}ih politi~kih snaga i de-
fanzivnog stava tadašwe opozicije (pr-
venstveno snaga iz vremena Miloševi}e-
vog re`ima), izgledalo je da je to pitawe
„prelomqeno” i da prijem u PzM zavisi
samo od politi~ke taktike. Otuda su i
stru~ni tekstovi s ozbiqnijim pretenzi-
jama odisali, u suštini, uverewem da je to
neminovan i zato politi~ki prihva}en
strateški izbor. Istina, i u wima je uka-
zivano na jednu zna~ajnu karakteristiku:
protivure~an (veoma pozitivan) stav jav-
nog mwewa prema pristupawu zemqe PzM
i (izrazito negativan) prema eventualnom
pristupawu Atlantskom savezu. Ta pro-
tivure~nost, osim retkih pojedinaca, nije
izu~avana i tuma~ena i sa aspekta poli-
ti~ke elite i vojnih struktura, pa je tada
ostala gotovo nezapa`ena ~iwenica da deo
te elite, kao i deo profesionalnog kadra
u Vojsci, zapravo deli to opredeqewe, ~ak
i sa mawe sklonosti prema PzM od šire
javnosti. 

Splašwavawe optimizma
Predstavnici vode}ih zemaqa NATO-a

i PzM pokazivali su, istovremeno, mnogo
ozbiqnije rezerve i, uz saglasnost da je po-
trebno i korisno pristupawe PzM, ukazi-
vali na brojna pitawa koja treba „apsol-
virati” kao uslov da se uopšte pokrene
proces prijema. Retko je ko tada kod nas i
u tzv. zatvorenim krugovima ozbiqnije
raspravqao o realnim implikacijama ta-
kvog stava, a u javnosti je to, mawe-više,
ostajalo na nivou ukazivawa na ~iwenicu
da partneri iz evroatlantskih bezbedno-
snih integracija tra`e da „ispunimo wi-
hove uslove”. Dakle, izostale su analize o
tome da li je re~ o odrazu realnosti ili o
nekakvom politi~kom hiru mo}nih. 

Kada je – u periodu splašwavawa
oduševqewa prvim demokratskim preo-
bra`ajima u zemqi i wenih prvih uspeha u
reintegraciji u institucije i procese u
meðunarodnoj zajednici, ali i obnovqenih
unutrašwopoliti~kih sukobqavawa –
došlo do otvorenije politi~ke borbe, ve-

zane i za spoqnopoliti~ke i bezbednosne
ciqeve i za taktiku za wihovo ostvarewe,
pokazalo se da i meðu ozbiqnim politi~-
kim snagama u zemqi i unutar vojnih kru-
gova postoje zna~ajne razlike u odnosu pre-
ma pristupawu PzM, odnosno, u vezi s po-
trebnim ispuwavawem „uslova”. O`ivele
tzv. patriotske snage po~ele su sve otvore-
nije da dovode u pitawe smisao pristupawa
PzM po cenu ispuwavawa „tvrdih”, ili
~ak „bolnih”, uslova koji nam se name}u.
Istina, retko je osporavana potreba pri-
stupawa PzM kao integraciji koja obuhva-
ta skoro sve evropske zemqe, ali je to u ar-
gumentaciji protivnika svoðeno, prven-
stveno, na na~elni politi~ki stav. Naime,
malo je bilo re~i o konkretnom anga`ma-
nu, pra}enom svim podrazumevanim prome-
nama u politi~kim odnosima u zemqi, po-
sebno korenitom reformom i demokrat-
skom civilnom kontrolom sektora bezbed-
nosti, s jedne, i nedvosmislenim manife-
stacijama spremnosti da se dosledno ispu-
wavaju meðunarodne obaveze, s druge stra-
ne. Što je politi~ki još relevantnije, na-
kon izbora 2003. godine, zbog konstituisa-
wa vladaju}e koalicije koja je u Skupšti-
ni zavisila i od glasova SPS-a, nastala je
neobi~na politi~ka podela (ne samo „po
sektorima”, odnosno ministarstvima, ka-
ko se to u javnosti naj~eš}e prikazuje, ne-
go meðu vladaju}im strankama uopšte):
jedni su se opredelili za hitno pristupa-
we PzM i prihvatawe uslova za to, dok
drugi to delom ne `ele, a delom politi~-
ki ne mogu da prihvate „cenu” koju bi, ve-
rovatno, zbog toga platili na slede}im iz-
borima. Nevoqa je i u tome što ispuwava-
we uslova uglavnom mawe zavisi od onih
koji su spremni da ih prihvate, a više od
onih koji smatraju da su neprihvatqivi u
situaciji kada se dr`ava suo~ava s proble-
mom sopstvenog opstanka i o~uvawa teri-
torijalnog integriteta, a društvo s pita-
wem prolaska kroz te`i deo procesa tran-
zicije. 

Naravno, to je dovelo do još tvrðeg sta-
va predstavnika vode}ih zemaqa Severno-
atlantskog saveza. U svim prilikama, po-
sebno tokom poseta našoj zemqi, i naj-
višim predstavnicima i najširoj javno-
sti po~eli su otvoreno da ukazuju da se u
vezi s tzv. politikom uslovqavawa ne mo-
`e pregovarati i pogaðati, i da samo pot-
puno ispuwewe uslova, ukqu~uju}i i izru-

~ewe Haškom tribunalu najtra`enijih
optu`enika za ratne zlo~ine, predstavqa
conditio sine qua non pristupawa SCG svim,
pa i bezbednosnim, evroatlantskim inte-
gracijama. 

Kako daqe?
U vezi s pristupawem Srbije i Crne

Gore evroatlantskim integracijama, tako,
ve} du`e vreme „tapkamo u mestu”, iako
postoji formalno politi~ko opredeqewe
i deo neophodnih reformi ili je isplani-
ran ili je ve} i po~eo da se ostvaruje. Ali,
najosetqiviji deo uslova još nije ispu-
wen, a pitawe je da li to u skorije vreme i
mo`e da se desi u postoje}oj politi~koj
konstelaciji, i to sve ostalo kao da ~ini
irelevantnim. U takvim okolnostima do-
nekle je razumqiva uzdr`anost stru~waka
i specijalista za pitawa bezbednosti i
meðunarodne odnose. Javni nastupi u vezi s
(ne)pristupawem PzM ve}ini izgledaju
kao ukqu~ivawe u politi~ku, a ne u stru~-
nu debatu. Meðutim, i zbog stru~ne odgo-
vornosti i zbog graðanske hrabrosti, u
ovom trenutku naprosto je neophodno po-
kretawe rasprave o nekoliko pitawa s
krajwe ozbiqnim reperkusijama:

– da li je naše društvo na putu demo-
kratizacije prešlo point of no return u sek-
toru bezbednosne politike i spoqnopoli-
ti~kom opredeqewu za ukqu~ivawe u bez-
bednosnu arhitekturu Evrope posle „hlad-
nog rata”, a ako još nije, šta su razlozi za
to?

– koliko nam je potrebno (ili neophod-
no) da to u~inimo, kojom brzinom i kolika
je „prihvatqiva” politi~ka cena na unu-
trašwem politi~kom planu?

– postoji li i, ako postoji, šta je al-
ternativa?

– greše li zapadni politi~ari i di-
plomate što primewuju tvrdu politiku
uslovqavawa prema našoj zemqi (i BiH) u
toj oblasti i da li se dr`awem te dve ze-
mqe u svojevrsnoj bezbednosnoj izolaciji,
s obzirom na promenu bezbednosnih pret-
wi u svetu, izaziva više problema nego
što se uti~e na wihov demokratski ra-
zvoj?

– postoji li i kakva bi alternativna
politika Zapada u vezi s tim mo`da bila
produktivnija? Itd., itd.

O~igledno, potreban je ozbiqan dija-
log o tim i sli~nim pitawima da bismo i
u oblasti struke i u oblasti politike ko-
na~no prihvatili da su razlike u gledawi-
ma neminovne i legitimne, i da se do odlu-
ka koje obavezuju celokupno društvo i
imaju suštinske i dugoro~ne posledice po
wega mora do}i kroz argumentovanu ras-
pravu. Pri tome, struka treba da pru`i
informacije, analizu i racionalnu argu-
mentaciju, a politika – da ih prou~i i pri-
hvati ono što je najboqe za ostvarewe na-
cionalnih interesa prema mišqewu de-
mokratske ve}ine.

Prof. dr Ivo VISKOVI],
Fakultet politi~kih nauka, Beograd
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Pred vratima „Partnerstva za mir”

KAKO PREVAZI]I 
„TAPKAWE U MESTU”

Konstatacija da Srbija i Crna Gora „hvata posledwi vagon” kompozicije
zvane „Partnerstvo za mir”, ali da nam taj „voz” sve više be`i ve} je tzv.

opšte mesto u izveštajima medija o stawu i ciqevima naše spoqne 
politike i bezbednosne strategije. S druge strane, što je paradoksalno, u

stru~nim publikacijama su retke ozbiqnije analize te situacije. 
Otkuda ta disproporcija?

HOW TO OVERCOME 
THE STALEMATE?

The statement that Serbia and Montenegro is catching hold of the last chance to join 
the Partnership for Peace, but that the chances are increasingly smaller, has become very

common in media reports on the conditions and aims of our foreign policy 
and security strategy. On the other hand, and paradoxically, serious analyses of that

issue in any expert publication are extremely rare. Where does this 
disproportion come from?



Serbia and Montenegro

The term “intelligence community”
encompasses all services, institutions
or agencies (hereunder: services) which

deal with gathering, processing and protec-
tion of information relevant to the state
security. This primarily refers to the intelli-
gence and security services, including all
others which in some way have access to
information significant for the state securi-
ty (the police, the customs, etc.). 

Every country in the world develops its
own civil and military intelligence and
counterintelligence, while their scope
depends upon the needs and financial
capacities of a country. Nevertheless, the
common characteristic of all these services
is a tendency to provide qualitative infor-
mation for their Governments, as well as to
prevent the drain of information relevant to
the national security. Therefore, their activ-
ities are in accordance with the Govern-
ment needs and its internal and foreign pol-
itics, which means that they should be reg-
ulated by law and directly controlled by the
authorities. Otherwise, these services could
operate ‘above’ law or serve individual
interests or the interests of the governing
elite or party. 

Political changes which took place dur-
ing the 1990s largely influenced the change
in the security situation in the world, as
well as international relations. Mindful of
the fact that certain priorities from the peri-
od of the ‘cold war’ have lost their signifi-
cance, intelligence and security services,
primarily those of the powerful countries,
have endeavoured – more or less success-
fully – to organize and accustom to the new
challenges and threats (proliferation of
weapons of mass destruction, serious
crime, human and drug trafficking, terror-
ism, etc.). Disunity and lack of coopera-
tion, division within every “intelligence
community” and struggle to obtain prima-

cy and the larger slice of the budget cake
had made an impact on the efficiency of
these services - information were either late
or not reliable enough for making some
crucial political and other decisions. This
was manifested during the terrorist attacks
in USA, European and other countries.
Namely, some analyses proved that certain
services possessed indicative information
without their being gained at one place and
without extensive analyses and information
processing, so the appropriate precaution-
ary measures and other steps concerning
the prevention from terrorist attacks were
not taken. Especially in those countries
which are in direct danger of terrorism, this
sped up the process of establishing a body
or an institution where all information
would be delivered, processed and distrib-
uted according to the needs. In addition to
this, this body is where joined intelligence
and counterintelligence policy is formulat-
ed and related activities directed in actual
time and space.

Recent world affairs, primarily those
pertaining terrorism, point out the need that
some functions in the activities of intelli-
gence and security services (analytics,
directing, setting tasks and the like) should
be interrelated at the national level, fol-
lowed by establishing the concrete forms of
international cooperation. Mindful of the
fact that terrorism, human and drug traf-
ficking, etc. know no boundaries and that
they are interrelated at international level,
it is essential that counter-measures should
follow the same tendency in order to be
effective against this danger at the begin-
ning of the 21st century. 

The State Union without unified
“intelligence community”
“Intelligence-security community” of

Serbia and Montenegro consists of several
intelligence and counterintelligence (securi-
ty) services at different levels of The State
Union. Such an organization and division is
conditioned by The Constitutional Charter
of the State Union and The Service Act of
2002. Since they are separated without hav-
ing one body or institution where all relevant
facts would be gained and without unified
intelligence-security work policy and strate-
gy formulated, each of these services choos-
es its own high-priority objectives and tasks
and sends gathered and processed informa-
tion to the nearest authority. For instance,
there are six services operating on the territo-
ry of Serbia – four of them work for the State
Union organs and the rest for the authorities
in Serbia. However, gathered pieces of infor-
mation are gathered, processed and used in
three different places: The Government of
Serbia, The Ministry of Defense and The
Ministry of Foreign Affairs. Even though
The Constitutional Charter of the State
Union and The Service Act allows an oppor-
tunity for cooperation, in practice it usually
boils down to cooperation between individu-
als or heads of services. Therefore, it is vital
to know how and at which level to provide
the flow of information gathered by all serv-
ices, their collective processing, producing
information for decision-makers in politics
and feedback for further activities of servic-
es.

This kind of organization and lack of
cooperation between the services go along-
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Pod pojmom „obaveštajne zajednice”
podrazumevaju se sve slu`be, in-
stitucije ili agencije (u daqem

tekstu: slu`be) koje se bave prikupqa-
wem, obradom i zaštitom podataka
zna~ajnih za bezbednost dr`ave. To se
prvenstveno odnosi na obaveštajne i
bezbednosne slu`be, ali i na sve druge
koje na bilo koji na~in dolaze do in-
formacija zna~ajnih za bezbednost dr-
`ave (policija, carina itd.). 

Sve zemqe u svetu razvijaju civilne
i vojne obaveštajne i kontraoba-
veštajne slu`be, a wihov obim zavisi
od potreba i materijalnih mogu}nosti
dr`ave. Meðutim, zajedni~ka karakte-
ristika svih tih slu`bi jeste nastoja-
we da obezbede kvalitetne informaci-
je vladama svojih dr`ava, kao i da spre-
~e oticawe podataka zna~ajnih za naci-
onalnu bezbednost. Dakle, wihove ak-
tivnosti su primerene potrebama vla-
de i wenoj unutrašwoj i spoqnoj poli-
tici, što zna~i da treba da budu propi-
sane zakonom i da ih neposredno kon-
trolišu organi vlasti. U suprotnom,
te slu`be mogu da deluju „iznad” zako-
na ili da slu`e pojedina~nim intere-
sima ili interesima vladaju}e elite
ili partije.

Politi~ke promene koje su se dogo-
dile devedesetih godina 20. veka zna-
~ajno su uticale na promenu bezbedno-
sne situacije u svetu, kao i na meðuna-
rodne odnose. Budu}i da su izgubili
zna~aj prioriteti iz perioda „hladnog
rata”, obaveštajno-bezbednosne slu-
`be, pre svega velikih zemaqa, nastoja-
le su, mawe ili više uspešno, da se or-
ganizacijski i na druge na~ine prila-
gode novim izazovima i pretwama
(širewe oru`ja za masovno uništava-
we, krupni kriminal, trgovina qudima
i narkoticima, terorizam itd.). Dota-
dašwa razjediwenost, podele unutar
svake „obaveštajne zajednice” i borba

za primat i ve}i buyetski kola~ utica-
li su na efikasnost tih slu`bi, tako
da su informacije kasnile ili nisu bi-
le dovoqno pouzdane za donošewe zna-
~ajnih politi~kih i drugih odluka. To
se jasno pokazalo prilikom terori-
sti~kih napada u SAD, evropskim i
drugim dr`avama. Naime, analize su
pokazale da su pojedine slu`be posedo-
vale indikativne podatke, ali se sve
informacije nisu sticale na jednom
mestu i nije bilo sveukupnih analiza i
obrade podataka, pa su izostale mere
prevencije i druge aktivnosti u vezi sa
spre~avawem teroristi~kih akata. To
je, prvenstveno u zemqama koje su najne-
posrednije ugro`ene od terorizma,
ubrzalo rad na formirawu tela ili in-
stitucije u koju }e se sticati svi poda-
ci, a zatim obraðivati i distribuira-
ti prema potrebama. Takoðe, u tom telu
se formuliše zajedni~ka obaveštaj-
no-kontraobaveštajna politika, a ono
usmerava i aktivnosti u vezi sa wom u
realnom vremenu i prostoru.

Posledwi dogaðaji u svetu, pre svega
u vezi s terorizmom, ukazuju na potrebu
da se pojedine funkcije u radu oba-
veštajno-bezbednosnih slu`bi (anali-
tika, usmeravawe, davawe zadataka, i
sli~no) prvo objedine na nacionalnom
nivou, a zatim da se uspostave i kon-
kretni oblici meðunarodne saradwe.
Budu}i da terorizam, trgovina qudima
i narkoticima itd. ne poznaju granice
i da su povezani na meðunarodnom ni-
vou, i mere suprotstavqawa moraju da
prate tu tendenciju kako bi se vodila
efikasna borba protiv tih opasnosti s
po~etka 21. veka.

Dr`avna zajednica 
bez jedinstvene „obaveštajne 
zajednice”
„Obaveštajno-bezbednosna zajedni-

ca” Srbije i Crne Gore sastoji se od
više obaveštajnih i kontraobave-
štajnih (bezbednosnih) slu`bi na raz-
li~itim nivoima dr`avne zajednice.
Takva organizacija i podela uslovqena
je Ustavnom poveqom dr`avne zajedni-
ce i Zakonom o slu`bama iz 2002. godi-
ne. Budu}i da su razjediwene i da ne po-
stoji telo ili institucija u kojoj bi se
sticale sve relevantne informacije i
formulisala jedinstvena obaveštajno
-bezbednosna politika i srategija ra-
da, svaka od tih slu`bi sama odreðuje
svoje prioritetne ciqeve i zadatke, i
prikupqene i obraðene informacije
dostavqa neposrednom nadle`nom. Na
primer, na teritoriji Srbije deluje
šest slu`bi – ~etiri rade za organe
dr`avne zajednice i dve za organe vla-
sti Srbije. Meðutim, podaci iz tih
slu`bi sti~u se, obraðuju i koriste na
tri razli~ita mesta: u Vladi Srbije,
Ministarstvu odbrane i Ministarstvu
spoqnih poslova. Iako prema Ustav-
noj poveqi i Zakonu o slu`bama mogu}-
nost za saradwu postoji, u praksi se ona
uglavnom svodi na meðusobne odnose
pojedinaca ili šefova slu`bi. Stoga
je veoma zna~ajno pitawe kako i na ko-
jem nivou treba obezbediti dotok in-
formacija svih slu`bi, wihovu zajed-
ni~ku procenu, izradu informacija za
donosioce politi~kih odluka i po-
vratnu informaciju slu`bama radi
wihovog usmeravawa.
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Potreba stvarawa obaveštajne zajednice u SCG

ODGOVOR 
NA GLOBALNE

PRETWE
Dok se u savremenom svetu 

pojedine funkcije u radu 
obaveštajno-bezbednosnih slu`bi

objediwuju na nacionalnom nivou, a
zatim se uspostavqa meðunarodna
saradwa, za stvarawe jedinstvene 

„obaveštajne zajednice” Srbije i
Crne Gore ne postoji politi~ka

voqa. 

RESPONSE 
TO GLOBAL

THREATS
Whereas in today’s modern world certain

functions in the activity of intelligence
and security services are united at the

national level, followed by establishing
international cooperation, there is no

political will to create a unified 
“intelligence community” of Serbia and

Montenegro.
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Serbia and Montenegro

side with the “inheritance” from the ex
SFRY, when the services were deliberately
separated and opposed to each other.
Nonetheless, nowadays, in the time of
developed democracy and democratic con-
trolling mechanisms based on law, this
kind of relations in “intelligence-security
community” are extremely harmful.
Namely, if the Parliament controls the
activities of the services, where this control
is based on the allowed budget means and
its spending; if the Government, as the
executive authority, monitors their work
according to the quality of information it
receives; and if the Court indeed becomes a
single competent institution for authorizing
the application of methods and resources
which violate human rights, then there is
no need to be afraid of these services nor to
support their rivalry.

Lack of Political Will
In the public, much attention has been

given to the work of these services, but it
has usually boiled down to the questions
about the opening of criminal records and
rewarding the service members, about who
and whose interests some services work for
and likewise. This has contributed to mar-
ginalizing the work and importance of
these services and neglecting different

problems in their work. The biggest prob-
lem is fighting against serious crime which
undermines the economic power of the
country, tackling human and drug traffick-
ing, providing timely information about
terrorist groups and their plans in order to
prevent them, preventing foreign intelli-
gence from operating on our territory, etc.
Nonetheless, success cannot be guaranteed
without organized and planned coordina-
tion and orientation of these services. For
instance, as for terrorism, international
cooperation must be preceded by coopera-
tion and coordination at the national level.
However, in our country, there are certain
limitations for this kind of cooperation at
the State Union level: there is apparent lack
of political will to identify and solve these
problems owing to the different political
and other interests of each member of the
State Union and their political elite, which
is manifested at all levels. Therefore, even
though according to The Service Law in
2002 the institution of the general inspector
of the services actually exists, this position
is still vacant.

The need to overcome the above stated
problems is certainly present, but it must not
depend on somebody’s good will. If those
who make decisions about this do not want
to find another solution, the services and its
members should work professionally and

establish good communication and coopera-
tion in order to tackle common problems
which arise in their work. Of course, this is
not enough, but is still better than the
absence of any kind of cooperation and coor-
dination. For instance, cooperation between
BIA of Serbia and SDB of Montenegro is
necessary both now and in the future, regard-
less of the fact whether Serbia and Montene-
gro will continue to exist as the State Union
or not. The situation is similar with the coop-
eration between Military Intelligence agency
and services of the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, etc.

In the current organization of the State
Union as such, there are different solutions
for the control, orientation and conduct of the
unified intelligence-security politics and for
the service activities in a way which does not
affect either individual interest or the work
and organization of individual services.
However, there is little likelihood that some
of these possible solutions will be applied.
We usually react to events only after they
already occur, therefore, it might also be the
case with our “intelligence community”– we
will remember to work together in a planned
way once we are “hit in the head”.

Milos LADICORBIC,
Board member of the Atlantic Council 
of Serbia and Montenegro
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Srbija i Crna Gora

Takva organizacija i razjediwenost
slu`bi posledica su i „nasleða” iz
bivše SFRJ, kada su slu`be bile sve-
sno razjediwene, po sli~nom principu,
i meðusobno suprotstavqene. Meðutim,
u sadašwe vreme, u uslovima razvijene
demokratije i na zakonu zasnovanih de-
mokratskih mehanizama kontrole, ta-
kvi odnosi u „obaveštajno-bezbedno-
snoj zajednici” izuzetno su štetni. Na-
ime, ako Parlament kontroliše zako-
nitost rada slu`bi, uz kontrolu na
osnovu odobrenih buyetskih sredstava
i wihovog trošewa, a Vlada, kao iz-
vršni organ vlasti, prati wihov rad
na osnovu kvaliteta informacija koje
dobija, i ako sud zaista postane jedina
nadle`na institucija za odobravawe
primene metoda i sredstava kojima se
zadire u qudska prava, onda nema po-
trebe da se zazire od tih slu`bi, niti
da se ja~a wihovo rivalstvo.

Nedostatak politi~ke voqe
U našoj javnosti je mnogo govoreno

o radu tih slu`bi, ali se to uglavnom
svodilo na pitawa vezana za otvarawe
dosijea, na nagraðivawe unutar slu`bi,
na to za koga i za ~iji interes rade po-
jedine slu`be, i sli~no. Tako su margi-
nalizovani rad i zna~aj tih slu`bi i
zanemarivani problemi u wihovom ra-
du. A pravi problem je organizovawe za
borbu protiv krupnog kriminala, koji

podriva ekonomsku mo} zemqe, spre~a-
vawe trgovine qudima i narkoticima,
obezbeðewe pravovremenih informa-
cija o teroristima i wihovim planovi-
ma radi preventivnog delovawa, spre-
~avawe aktivnosti stranih obaveštaj-
nih slu`bi na našem prostoru itd.
Meðutim, uspeh mora izostati ako ne
postoji osmišqena i planska koordi-
nacija i ako se te slu`be ne usmeravaju.
Na primer, kada je o terorizmu re~,
meðudr`avnoj saradwi moraju da pret-
hode saradwa i koordinacija na nacio-
nalnom nivou. Ali kod nas, na nivou dr-
`avne zajednice, postoje ograni~ewa za
takvu saradwu: nedostaje politi~ka vo-
qa da se problemi uo~e i razreše zbog
razli~itih politi~kih i drugih inte-
resa ~lanica zajednice i wihovih po-
liti~kih elita, što se prenosi na sve
nivoe. Otuda, iako po Zakonu o slu`ba-
ma iz 2002. godine na nivou Saveta mi-
nistara dr`avne zajednice postoji in-
stitucija generalnog inspektora za
slu`be, na to mesto još uvek niko nije
postavqen.

Potreba da se prevaziðu navedeni
problemi svakako postoji, ali to ne
treba da zavisi od ne~ije dobre voqe.
Ako oni koji odlu~uju o tome ne `ele
druga~ije rešewe, slu`be i wihovi
pripadnici bi trebalo da rade profe-
sionalno i da obezbede meðusobnu ko-
munikaciju i saradwu u rešavawu za-

jedni~kih problema i radu. Naravno,
to nije dovoqno, ali je boqe nego da iz-
ostanu svaka saradwa i koordinacija.
Saradwa izmeðu BIA Srbije i SDB
Crne Gore, na primer, potrebna je sada,
ali }e biti potrebna i u budu}nosti,
bez obzira na to da li }e Srbija i Cr-
na Gora ostati u dr`avnoj zajednici
ili ne}e, a sli~no je i sa saradwom
izmeðu Vojnoobaveštajne agencije i
slu`bi MIP-a itd.

U sadašwoj organizaciji dr`avne
zajednice mogu}a su razli~ita rešewa
za kontrolu, usmeravawe i voðewe je-
dinstvene obaveštajno-bezbednosne
politike i za rad slu`bi tako da to ne
uti~e na pojedina~ne interese, niti na
rad i organizaciju pojedina~nih slu-
`bi. Meðutim, malo je verovatno da }e
se neko od mogu}ih rešewa i primeni-
ti. Mi uglavnom reagujemo na dogaðaje
tek pošto se dogode, pa }e verovatno
tako biti i sa „obaveštajnom zajedni-
com” – seti}emo se da treba raditi
planski i zajedno tek kad nas nešto
„lupi po glavi”.

Miloš LADI^ORBI], 
~lan Upravnog odbora 
Atlantskog saveta SCG
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Defense System of Serbia and Montenegro

In order to have successful reform of the
defense system, authorities should provide
political consensus, necessary legislation,

financial means and both international and local
public support.

The content and dynamics of the reform of
the security sector, the Defense System of the
Army of Serbia as well as of Montenegro,
despite general readiness for its implementa-
tion, is affected by a number of objective obsta-
cles, coming either from within the country or
from abroad. The problems emerging in the
state refer to the long process of creating consti-
tutional, normative-legal, doctrinal, organiza-
tional and financial premises for successful
reforms of the Defense System and the Army.
Due to that fact, some organizational changes
were haste and not in accord with the original
idea and vision. Namely, through the process of
the Army reform, we should build efficient
forces that could successfully carry out mis-
sions and tasks stated in the Defense Strategy
and a new doctrine of the Army of Serbia and
Montenegro.

Limitation Factors 
By means of planning and programming the

process of the Army reform, we define neces-
sary human and material sources as a compro-
mise between capacities, operational needs of
Serbia and Montenegro and Euro-Atlantic stan-
dards. According to the defense needs, addition-
al capacities are built or those surplus eliminat-
ed, while some of them need to be compensat-
ed on the ground of speeding up the process of
defense integrations.

In order to make more serious interventions
in the reform process and start resolving system
problems, it is necessary to remove some irreg-
ularities which have been present in the Army
for a longer period. It primarily refers to the
reforms in the field of cadre so that the whole
process could go without negative effects. In
relation to that, it is necessary to have objective
criteria for managing cadre in the service. We
should also encourage scientific and investiga-
tive activity as well as teaching cadre in the
Army education system.   

Within the process of the Army reform,
there is also financially supported program of
social care of those people who will be affected
by the staff reduction. However, the Army
reform is limited by the financial capacities of
the State Union, so the expenditures are consid-
ered an important criterion which directly
affects the aim, content, scope, tempo and the
method, that is, the way of carrying out the
main actions.

Results and Perspectives
Considerable results have been achieved in

the Defense System reform so far. Defense
strategy is adopted, the White book of Defense
of the State Union Serbia-Montenegro is com-
pleted and the Draft of the military doctrine of
Serbia and Montenegro is created. Also, this is
the first time the International military cooper-
ation strategy has been written.

Even in practice, we have achieved great
successes through establishing modern organi-
zation of the Ministry of Defense and a new
strategic and operative level of commanding in
the Army of Serbia and Montenegro. The
Intelligence Authority and Security Authority
have been replaced with the Military
Intelligence Agency and the Military Security
Agency and submitted to the Ministry of
Defense. The National Peace Operations Centre
has been established and considerable results
were achieved in creating conditions for train-
ing and preparing personnel for participating in
peacekeeping operations. The state border secu-
rity on the territory of Republic of Montenegro
is in the authority of the Ministry of Internal
Affairs of Montenegro and that process is under
way in Serbia as well. Beside that, military judi-
ciary has been transferred to its civilian counter-
parts of the member states.

One of the most important documents in the
reform of the Defense System and the Army is
a Strategic Defense Review which is being pre-
pared these days in Serbia and Montenegro.
This document states long termed directions of

the reform and the development of the Defense
System and the Army and defines an interna-
tionally and socially acceptable solution
between challenges, risks and threats, missions
and tasks and other factors which affect the ori-
entations in the creation of the estimated capac-
ities and future organization of the Defense
System and the Army. Organizational changes
will be introduced at the same rapid pace so that
the whole Defense System, primarily the Army,
could be transferred from the current state into
the effective and professional armed force. 

According to the comprehensive analysis of
the current organization, clear visions of the
future Defense System and the analysis of
economic capacities of the state, as well as
the estimation of risks, threats to the securi-
ty and the level of integrations in the Euro-
Atlantic structures, the Strategic Defense
Review will define emphasis and the priori-
ties in the Army reform. Following that analy-
sis, the emphasis will be on the develop-
ment of fast-moving, antiterrorist, helicopter,
engineering and ambulance units. 

Reform Principles
One of the most important parts of the

reform of the Defense System is professional-
ization and modernization of the Army. Current
structure of the Army has to be steadily and
strategically changed in favour of the units of
greater mobility, combat effectiveness and flex-
ibility, full, equipped and capable for independ-
ent combat operations or the operations within
the forces of the alliance. 

Reform of the Army is based on the princi-
ples of modernism, interoperability, effectiveness
and rationality. Starting point in the original
vision of the Reform was fundamentally strategic
orientation towards organizing defense as an uni-
fied system in the practice, integrated with other
institutions of the member states – Serbia and
Montenegro, as well as integration of that system
into the international Defense System. However,
for the successful realization of the reform of the
Defense System, it is vital that complex social
premises be met and that authorities take active
part in providing the widest political consensus,
adopting necessary legislation as well as indis-
pensable financial means for the reform, interna-
tional and local public support.

Colonel prof. Ph. D Mitar KOVAC
Department for Strategic Planning
Ministry of Defense S&M
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Towards Serbia-Montenegro Defense System ReformSistem odbrane Crbije i Crne Gore

Na sadr`aj i dinamiku reforme sekto-
ra bezbednosti, sistema odbrane i
Vojske Srbije i Crne Gore, uprkos

potpunoj opredeqenosti za weno spro-
voðewe, uti~e mnoštvo objektivnih
spoqašwih i unutrašwih poteško}a.
Problemi unutar dr`ave ogledaju se u ve-
oma dugom procesu stvarawa ustavnih,
normativno-pravnih, doktrinarnih, orga-
nizacionih i finansijskih pretpostavki
za uspešnu reformu sistema odbrane i
Vojske. Zbog toga su pojedine organizaci-
one promene ishitrene i nisu u saglasno-
sti s osnovnom idejom i vizijom. Naime,
kroz proces reforme Vojske treba da se
izgrade efikasne snage koje }e mo}i da
obavqaju misije i zadatke predviðene u
Strategiji odbrane i novoj doktrini
Vojske Srbije i Crne Gore.

Planirawem i programirawem proce-
sa reforme Vojske definišu se neophod-
ni qudski i materijalni resursi kao kom-
promis izmeðu mogu}nosti, operativnih
potreba Srbije i Crne Gore i evora-
tlantskih standarda. Prema odbrambenim
potrebama, izgraðuju se dodatne ili eli-
minišu suvišne sposobnosti, dok neke
treba da se kompenzuju na osnovu ubrzawa
procesa bezbednosnih integracija.

Limitiraju}i faktori
Da bi se prešlo na ozbiqnije reform-

ske zahvate i na rešavawe sistemskih
problema neophodno je da se otklone i ne-
ke anomalije koje du`e vreme postoje u
Vojsci. To se prvenstveno odnosi na re-
formu u domenu kadra, kako celokupan
proces ne bi imao negativne efekte. U
vezi s tim, potrebno je da se objektivizu-
ju kriterijumi za voðewe kadra u slu`bi.
Takoðe, treba dodatno stimulisati nau~-
noistra`iva~ku delatnost i nastavni ka-
dar u sistemu vojnog školstva. 

U okviru procesa reforme Vojske
osmišqen je i finansijski podr`an pro-
gram socijalnog zbriwavawa lica koja bu-
du zahva}ena redukcijama brojnog stawa.
Meðutim, reforma Vojske limitirana je
finansijskim mogu}nostima dr`avne za-
jednice, pa se troškovi vezani za refor-
mu smatraju zna~ajnim kriterijumom, od
kojeg zavise ciq, sadr`aj, obim, tempo i
metod, odnosno na~in realizovawa glav-
nih aktivnosti. 

Do sada su u reformi sistema odbrane
postignuti zna~ajni rezultati. Usvojena

je Strategija odbrane, doneta je Bela
kwiga odbrane dr`avne zajednice Srbija
i Crna Gora i izraðen je Nacrt doktri-
ne Vojske Srbije i Crne Gore. Takoðe, pr-
vi put je uraðena i Strategija meðuna-
rodne vojne saradwe. 

Rezultati i perspektive
I u praksi su ostvareni veliki uspesi

kroz uspostavqawe savremene organiza-
cije Ministarstva odbrane i nove orga-
nizacije strategijskog i operativnog ni-
voa komandovawa u Vojsci Srbije i Crne
Gore. Obaveštajna uprava i Uprava bez-
bednosti preformirane su u Vojnooba-
veštajnu i Vojnobezbednosnu agenciju i
pretpo~iwene Ministarstvu odbrane.
Formiran je Nacionalni centar za mi-
rovne misije i ostvareni su zna~ajni re-
zultati u stvarawu uslova za osposobqa-
vawe qudstva za upu}ivawe u mirovne
operacije. Poslovi obezbeðewa dr`avne
granice na teritoriji Republike Crne
Gore preneti su u nadle`nost MUP-a Cr-
ne Gore, a taj proces je u toku i u Republi-
ci Srbiji. Osim toga, vojni pravosudni
organi su prešli u nadle`nost civilnih
sudova dr`ava ~lanica.

U Srbiji i Crnoj Gori u toku je izrada
strategijskog pregleda odbrane, jednog od
najzna~ajnijih dokumenata u reformi si-
stema odbrane i Vojske. Wime se dugoro~no
odreðuju pravci reforme i razvoja sistema
odbrane i Vojske i definiše meðunarodno
i društveno prihvatqivo rešewe izmeðu
izazova, rizika i pretwi, misija i zadataka
i drugih ~inilaca koji uti~u na opredeqe-
wa u izgradwi procewenih sposobnosti i
budu}e organizacije sistema odbrane i Voj-
ske. Ubrzano }e se nastaviti i sa organiza-
cionim promenama, kako bi se celokupan
sistem odbrane, a prvenstveno Vojska, pre-
veo iz postoje}eg stawa u efikasnu i pro-
fesionalnu oru`anu silu.

Na osnovu svestrane analize stawa orga-
nizacije, jasnih vizija o budu}em sistemu
odbrane, analize ekonomskih mogu}nosti
dr`ave, sagledavawa rizika i pretwi
bezbednosti, kao i stepena integrisano-
sti u evroatlantske strukture, u Strate-
gijskom pregledu odbrane definisa}e se
te`ište i prioriteti u reformi Vojske.
Prema toj analizi, te`ište }e biti na
razvoju brzopokretnih, protivteroristi~-
kih, helikopterskih, i`iwerijskih i sani-
tetskih jedinica.

Principi reforme
Jedan od najva`nijih sadr`aja refor-

me sistema odbrane jeste profesionali-
zacija i modernizacija Vojske. Sadašwa
struktura Vojske treba postepeno i pro-
gramirano da se izmeni u korist jedinica
ve}e pokretqivosti, vatrene efikasno-
sti i fleksibilnosti, popuwenih, opre-
mqenih i osposobqenih za samostalna
borbena dejstva ili za dejstva u okviru
koalicionih snaga.

Reforma Vojske zasniva se na princi-
pima savremenosti, efikasnosti, intero-
perabilnosti i racionalnosti. U osnov-
noj zamisli reforme pošlo se od funda-
mentalnog strategijskog opredeqewa da
se odbrana organizuje i u praksi ostvaru-
je kao jedinstven sistem, integrisan sa
ostalim institucijama dr`ava ~lanica –
Srbije i Crne Gore, kao i da se taj sistem
integriše u meðunarodni sistem bezbed-
nosti. 

Ali, da bi se uspešno realizovala re-
forma sistema odbrane neophodno je, pre
svega, da se ispune slo`ene društvene
pretpostavke kroz anga`ovawe dr`avnih
organa na obezbeðewu najšireg politi~-
kog konsenzusa, usvajawe neophodne za-
konske regulative i obezbeðewe preko
potrebnih materijalno-finansijskih
sredstava za reformu, meðunarodne po-
drške i podrške doma}e javnosti.

Prof. dr Mitar KOVA^, pukovnik 
Uprava za strategijsko planirawe
Ministarstva odbrane SCG
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Na putu reforme sistema odbrane SCG

PROFESIONALIZACIJA 
I MODERNIZACIJA VOJSKE

Da bi reforma sistema odbrane bila uspešna dr`avni organi treba 
da obezbede politi~ki konsenzus, neophodnu zakonsku regulativu, 

materijalno-finansijska sredstva, meðunarodnu podršku i podršku
doma}e javnosti

PROFESSIONALIZATION AND
MODERNIZATION OF THE ARMY
In order to have successful Defense System reform, the authorities should
provide political consensus, necessary legislation, financial means  and
international as well as local public support

Photo: A. KELIC



Defense System of Serbia and Montenegro

Military industry used to be an important
segment of the economy of SFR
Yugoslavia: around fifty factories

employed approximately 80 000 workers.
Supply needs of the Yugoslav National Army
were provided mostly by domestic factories
(75-80 percent of the needs), where 30-35 per-
cent of the military budget was allocated. The
political leadership of SFR Yugoslavia effec-
tively used the achievements of the military
industry both for improving the country stabil-
ity and expanding the influence on the interna-
tional political scene. On the other hand, an
excellent international position enabled mar-

ket expansion and a considerable increase in
export. Namely, export of arms and military
equipment reached the total value of 1.2–1.5
billion dollars, thus the military industry of
SFR Yugoslavia was ranked among ten of the
most successful world exporters. Factories on
the territory of Serbia and Montenegro had 41
percent of the share in the total production of
arms and military equipment. The following
factors point to their successful operation: sus-
tainable development, steady production,
increase in the number of employees and sta-
ble technological progress. Yugoslavia used to
be one of the five countries which had devel-
oped and tested flight electrical system in the
air, which is only one proof of the consider-
ably high technological level and the success
of the military industry. 

The outcome of SFRY disintegration
Owing to SFR Yugoslavia’s disintegration,

military-industry complex has been turned
into dysfunctional and expensive units intend-
ed for finding an immediate solution to the
problem of supplying the newly-formed states
with arms and military equipment. Currently,
the military industry of Serbia and Mon-
tenegro consists of 15 companies with approx-
imately 12 500 employees. However, there are
plenty of negative influences which jeopardize
not only the regular functioning of this indus-
try but also its survival (late reorganization,
year-long technological delay, etc.). Never-
theless, the severest consequences have been
caused by market loss and inadequate meas-
ures for securing a stable position on ever
more demanding market of arms and military
equipment. This is how both domestic and
international markets have been lost.

The Yugoslav army has become an irregu-
lar and unreliable client due to the large gap
between supply needs and available financial
means. The defense budget has been reduced
to around 70 000 000 dollars, and the part of
the budget intended for equipment has been
reduced from 30-50 percent to unavailable
five percent.

The International Community, through the
politics of reducing military capacities on the
territory of ex Yugoslavia, has contributed to
Serbia and Montenegro losing its traditional
clients on the international market.
Declarative support of the conversion of mili-
tary industry and providing higher-quality
market has not been accompanied by concrete
measures which would lead to the new clients
and modern production programmes. And the
effects of market loss are fatal. In the year
2002, the military industry of Serbia and
Montenegro realized the production of arms
and military equipment worth around 42 000
000 dollars, whereas only 15-20 years ago, the
annual production of export goods was worth
approximately 500 000 000 dollars!

Necessity of the state support
The Governments of the Republic of

Serbia and of the Republic of Montenegro are
making an effort to consolidate military indus-
try on their territories by taking certain meas-
ures. In addition to this, diagnostic studies and

strategies for the reconstruction of the compa-
nies of this group have been conducted. The
expected measures are technologically correct
and justified, and they refer to the following:

– organizational reconstruction,
– financial and programme consolidation,
– reduction of the number of employees.
For the successful implementation of these

measures, considerable effort and persistence
are essential, and a number of possible prob-
lems should also be taken into account.
However, no results will be achieved unless
the stable domestic and international markets
are provided, where the products of the mili-
tary industry of Serbia and Montenegro could
be launched. Having in mind an important, at
times even crucial impact of politics on the
market of arms and military equipment, it is
essential to have the organized authorities and
political establishment of the State Union, of
the Republic of Serbia and of the Republic of
Montenegro for the promotion of our military
industry and for providing adequate condi-
tions for its appearance on the market. Up till
now, neither the authorities nor politicians
have showed particular enthusiasm for this,
moreover, it appears that they have distanced
themselves from everything concerning the
army. Whereupon, they neglect an important
fact that the production of arms and military
equipment does not make weaker, but even
strengthens, the political position of our coun-
try in its negotiations for integration process-
es, as well as high profits which are realized
on the market of arms.

At the state level, the following measures
should be taken so that the military industry
could embark on the path to success (bigger
market – larger scope of production – higher
profit – more rapid technological development
– higher quality – bigger market): 

– embracing the concept of supplying the
Army of Serbia and Montenegro, according to
which the military industry of Serbia and
Montenegro is obliged to provide 50 percent
of required arms and military equipment;

– balancing the military budget so that 30-
35 percent should be used for equipment;

– choosing a strategic partner for delivery
of the arms and military equipment which our
military industry is not specialized in produc-
ing and providing favourable  programmes for
counter deliveries with this partner;

– assuring the International Community
that the State Union of Serbia and Montenegro
is a serious and dependable partner deserving
a suitable position on the international market
of arms;

– providing a planned market input for
promoting the quality of the products of
Serbia and Montenegro military industry.

Without this kind of support, the military
industry would have no chance of  recovery,
regardless of the effort it makes. It has
deserved this thanks to its past engagement,
results and patience. Right now, the authorities
and politicians are expected to make a move
at every level.

Ph. D Ivan DJOKIC, Lt. General Rtd.
former Deputy Defense Minister 
of Serbia and Montenegro 
for logistics department 
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Military Industry of Serbia and MontenegroSistem odbrane Srbije i Crne Gore

Vojna industrija je bila zna~ajan seg-
ment privrede SFR Jugoslavije: u pe-
desetak fabrika zapošqavano je oko

80.000 radnika. Jugoslovenska narodna ar-
mija je potrebe za opremawem zadovoqa-
vala uglavnom iz doma}ih fabrika (75–80
odsto potreba), a za to je izdvajano 30–35
odsto vojnog buyeta. Politi~ko rukovod-
stvo SFRJ efektno je koristilo rezulta-
te vojne industrije kako za poboqšawe
unutrašwe stabilnosti, tako i za šire-
we uticaja na meðunarodnoj politi~koj
sceni. Dobra meðunarodna pozicija, s dru-
ge strane, omogu}avala je širewe tr-
`išta i veliko pove}awe izvoznih po-
slova. Naime, izvoz naoru`awa i vojne
opreme dostizao je vrednost od 1,2 do 1,5
milijardi dolara, pa je vojna industrija
SFRJ bila meðu 10 najuspešnijih svet-
skih izvoznika. U~eš}e fabrika sa teri-
torije Srbije i Crne Gore u ukupnoj pro-
izvodwi naoru`awa i vojne opreme izno-
silo je oko 41 odsto. Na wihovo uspešno
poslovawe ukazuju svi pokazateqi: stabi-
lan razvoj, kontinuirana proizvodwa, po-
ve}awe broja zaposlenih i stabilan teh-
nološki napredak. Jugoslavija je bila
jedna od pet zemaqa koje su razvile i is-
pitale u letu elektri~ne komande leta,
što je samo jedna od potvrda veoma viso-
kog tehnološkog nivoa i uspešnosti voj-
ne industrije.

Posledice raspada SFRJ
Zbog raspada SFR Jugoslavije vojno-

industrijski kompleks je pretvoren u ne-
funkcionalne i skupe celine, namewene
za trenutno rešavawe problema oprema-
wa naoru`awem i vojnom opremom novo-
nastalih dr`ava. Sada vojnu industriju
Srbije i Crne Gore ~ini 15 preduze}a, sa
oko 12.500 zaposlenih. Meðutim, postoji
mnogo negativnih uticaja koji ugro`avaju
ne samo redovno funkcionisawe ve} i op-
stanak te industrije (zakasnela reorgani-

zacija, dugogodišwe tehnološko zaosta-
jawe itd.). Ipak, najte`e posledice su
izazvane gubitkom tr`išta i neadekvat-
nim merama za obezbeðewe stabilne pozi-
cije na sve zahtevnijem tr`ištu naoru-
`awa i vojne opreme. Tako je izgubqeno i
doma}e i meðunarodno tr`ište. 

Vojska Jugoslavije postala je neredo-
van i nesiguran kupac zbog toga što je ve-
liki raskorak izmeðu potreba za oprema-
wem i raspolo`ivih finansijskih sred-
stava. Buyet odbrane je sveden na na oko
700.000.000 dolara, a deo buyeta namewen
za opremawe smawen je sa 30–50 odsto na
nedostupnih pet odsto. 

Meðunarodna zajednica je kroz poli-
tiku smawivawa vojnih mogu}nosti na
prostoru bivše Jugoslavije svojim mera-
ma doprinela da Srbija i Crna Gora izgu-
be tradicionalne kupce na meðunarodnom
tr`ištu. Deklarativna podrška konver-
zije vojne industrije i obezbeðewa kvali-
tetnijeg tr`išta nije pra}ena konkret-
nim merama koje bi dovele do novih kupa-
ca i savremenih proizvodnih programa. A
posledice gubitka tr`išta su pogubne.
Vojna industrija Srbije i Crne Gore
ostvarila je 2002. godine proizvodwu nao-
ru`awa i vojne opreme u vrednosti od oko
42.000.000 dolara, dok je samo pre 15–20 go-
dina proizvodila godišwe za izvoz robu
u vrednosti od oko 500.000.000 dolara! 

Neophodnost podrške dr`ave 
Vlade Republike Srbije i Republike

Crne Gore pokušavaju da preduzimawem
odreðenih mera konsoliduju vojnu indu-
striju na svojim teritorijama. U vezi s
tim, uraðene su dijagnosti~ke studije i
strategije restrukturirawa preduze}a te
grupacije. Predviðene mere su tehno-
loški i ekonomski korektne i opravda-
ne, a odnose se na: 

– organizaciono restrukturirawe,
– finasijsku i programsku konsolida-

ciju,
– smawewe broja zaposlenih.
Da bi se sprovele navedene mere neop-

hodni su izuzetno naprezawe i upornost, a
mora se ra~unati i na brojne probleme.
Meðutim, rezultata ne}e biti ako se ne
obezbedi stabilno doma}e i meðunarodno
tr`ište na kojem bi se plasirali proiz-
vodi vojne industrije Srbije i Crne Gore.
S obzirom na veliki, ponekad i odlu~uju-
}i, uticaj politike na tr`ište naoru`a-
wa i vojne opreme, veoma je va`no organi-
zovawe dr`avnih organa i politi~kog
establišmenta dr`avne zajednice, Repu-
blike Srbije i Republike Crne Gore za
promociju naše vojne industrije i obez-
beðewe adekvatnih uslova za wen nastup
na tr`ištu. Do sada u vezi s tim ni dr-
`avni organi ni poliiti~ari nisu poka-
zivali preterani entuzijazam, ~ak se mo-
gao ste}i utisak da su se neki i distanci-
rali od svega što ima vojno obele`je.
Pri tome se zanemaruje ~iwenica da pro-
izvodwa naoru`awa i vojne opreme ne
slabi, ve} poboqšava, politi~ku pozici-
ju naše zemqe u pregovorima o integra-

cionim procesima, kao i visoki profiti
koji se ostvaruju na tr`ištu naoru`awa. 

Na dr`avnom nivou treba preduzeti
slede}e mere kojima se mo`e doprineti
da se vojna industrija pokrene spiralom
uspeha (ve}e tr`ište – ve}i obim proiz-
vodwe – ve}i profit – br`i tehnološki
razvoj – boqi kvalitet – ve}e tr`ište): 

– usvojiti koncept opremawa Vojske
Srbije i Crne Gore prema kojem vojna in-
dustrija Srbije i Crne Gore treba da joj
isporu~uje 50 odsto potrebnog naoru`a-
wa i vojne opreme;

– uravnote`iti vojni buyet tako da se
30–35 odsto izdavaja za opremawe;

– izabrati strateškog partnera za is-
poruku naoru`awa i vojne opreme koju ne
proizvodi naša vojna industrija i obez-
bediti sa wim povoqne programe kontra-
isporuke;

– uveriti meðunarodnu zajednicu da je
dr`avna zejednica Srbija i Crna Gora
ozbiqan partner, na koga se mo`e osloni-
ti i kome treba obezbediti prihvatqivo
mesto na meðunarodnom tr`ištu naoru-
`awa;

– obezbediti osmišqen marketinški
input radi promocije kvaliteta proizvo-
da vojne industrije Srbije i Crne Gore. 

Bez takve podrške vojna industrija
nema mogu}nosti za oporavak bez obzira
na ulo`ene napore. A, podršku je zaslu-
`ila dosadašwim anga`ovawem, rezulta-
tima i strpqewem. Sada su na potezu dr-
`avni organi i politi~ari na svim nivo-
ima vlasti.

Dr Ivan ÐOKI], 
general-potpukovnik u penziji,
doskorašwi pomo}nik ministra 
odbrane SCG za materijalne resurse

Atlantis • Broj 2 • Leto 2005.44

Vojna industrija Srbije i Crne Gore

STABILNO
TR@IŠTE 

– USLOV
OPSTANKA

Dr`avni organi i politi~ki
establišment zemqe moraju da 

preduzmu odgovaraju}e mere u vezi s
oporavkom vojne industrije. 

Ona je to zaslu`ila dosadašwim
anga`ovawem, rezultatima i 

– strpqewem.

STABLE 
MARKET

– CONDITION
FOR SURVIVAL

The state authorities and political
establishment of the country must

take appropriate measures in terms
of recovery of military industry. It
has deserved this thanks to its past
engagement, results and - patience.
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R. POPOVIC



Encyclopedia of Euroatlantism 

EUROATLANTISM is one of the rela-
tively new notions in the modern social the-
ory and political life of society. That notion,
or precisely, the organization and social
processes that are meant by it, has a dynam-
ic, contradictory development, which in
apparent way, using strong facts, shatters
widespread prejudice about bureaucratic
rigidity and lack of changeability and
adaptability of military-defense structures. 

Historical, as well as political and mili-
tary roots of Euroatlantism lie in NATO,
which was founded more than half a centu-
ry ago – on April 4th, 1949. The North
Atlantic alliance was founded as a response
to the challenges of the time – the burden of
the recent war past, necessity for economic
recovery and fear from new military con-
flicts which was objectively fueled by ever
more evident and ever sharper division of
the world into two opposing blocks. 

However, even in those adverse condi-
tions, there was a vision which traced its
way from NATO to Euroatlantism as a
global political, defense and social process
that marked our age in a striking way. That
vision is expressed in the Preamble of the
North Atlantic Treaty in the following way:

“The signatories reaffirm their belief in
and commitment to the aims and principles
of the UN Charter and their wish to live in
peace with other nations and their govern-
ments, determined to safeguard the free-
dom, common heritage and civilization of
their people, founded on the principles of
democracy, individual liberty and the rule
of law.

With the purpose of enhancing stability
and well-being in the North Atlantic area,
and determination to unite their efforts for
collective defense, peacekeeping and sta-
bility, all the signatories sign the North
Atlantic Treaty”

Therefore, it is quite noticeable at the
first sight that the North Atlantic Treaty
linked two continents at the very begin-
ning, heralding in that way its future global
approach to security.

Meanwhile, the world has undergone
great changes. The bipolar division of the
world in two blocks is annulled but other
numerous divisions and contradictions from
that period have still remained in force. The
world has faced a multitude of new dangers
and challenges, with terrorism as undeniably
the most dangerous one. Tragic experiences,
and above all growing number of the victims
who belong to different races, religions,
nations and age, confirm once more that the
evil, which directly jeopardizes the very
foundations of human existence and dignity,
can be confronted only by common forces.
This is where development of Euroat-
lantism lies, as a social movement and
process for the new era, based on the knowl-
edge of the interconnection of political,
defense and technological-economic com-
ponent in the development of modern world.
In connection to that, Euroantlantism had a
long time ago crossed the boundaries of its
own birthplace – North Atlantic Treaty
Organization.

Ph. D Darko MARINKOVIC
Professor at Megatrend University 
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Enciklopedija evroatlantizma

EVROATLANTIZAM spada meðu
relativno novije pojmove u savremenoj
društvenoj teoriji i politi~kom `i-
votu društva. Taj pojam, odnosno orga-
nizacija i društveni procesi koji se
wime ozna~avaju, ima dinami~an, pro-
tivure~an razvoj, koji na vidqiv na-
~in, snagom ~iwenica, razbija, kod nas
~estu, predrasudu o birokratskoj kru-
tosti, odnosno o nepromewivosti i ne-
prilagodqivosti vojno-bezbednosnih
struktura. 

Istorijski – politi~ki i vojni – ko-
reni evroatlantizma nalaze se u NA-
TO-u, osnovanom pre više od pola veka
– 4. aprila 1949. godine. Severnoa-
tlantski savez je nastao kao odgovor na
izazove toga doba – tereta bliske ratne
prošlosti, neophodnosti ekonomskog
oporavka i straha od novih vojnih suko-
ba koji je objektivno podstican sve
otvorenijom i oštrijom podelom sveta
na dva suprotstavqena bloka. 

Me|utim, i u takvim, nepovoqnim
okolnostima postojala je vizija, koja je
trasirala put od NATO-a do evroa-
tlantizma, kao globalnog politi~kog,
bezbednosnog i društvenog procesa ko-
ji je sna`no obele`io doba u kojem `i-
vimo. Ta vizija je izra`ena u Preambu-
li Severnoatlantskog ugovora, u kojoj
se ka`e:

„Dr`ave ugovorne strane potvr|uju
svoju veru u ciqeve i principe Poveqe
Organizacije ujediwenih nacija i `e-
qu da `ive u miru sa svim ostalim na-
rodima i vladama, odlu~ni u zaštiti
slobode svojih naroda, wihovog zajed-

ni~kog nasle|a i civilizacije, poziva-
ju}i se na principe demokratije, slo-
bode li~nosti i vladavine prava.

U te`wi da doprinesu pove}awu
stabilnosti i blagostawa u Severnoa-
tlantskoj zoni, odlu~ni u nameri da ob-
jedine svoje napore za kolektivnu od-
branu i za o~uvawe mira i bezbednosti,
zakqu~uju Severnoatlantski ugovor.”

Dakle, na prvi pogled je uo~qivo da
je Severnoatlantski ugovor na samom
po~etku povezao dva kontinenta, naja-
vquju}i tako svoj budu}i globalni pri-
stup bezbednosti. 

U me|uvremenu, svet se zna~ajno
promenio. Ukinuta je bipolarna, blo-
kovska podela sveta, ali su ostale broj-
ne podele i protivure~nosti iz tog do-
ba. Svet se suo~io s mnoštvom novih
opasnosti i izazova, od kojih je, svaka-
ko, najopasniji terorizam. Tragi~na
iskustva, a pre svega sve brojnije `rtve
razli~itih rasa, vera, nacija i uzrasta,
potvr|uju da se tom zlu, koje direktno
ugro`ava same temeqe qudskog posto-
jawa i dostojanstva, svet mo`e suprot-
staviti samo zajedni~kim snagama. Na
tim osnovama razvija se evroatlanti-
zam, društveni pokret i proces za novo
doba, zasnovan na spoznaji me|usobne
zavisnosti politi~ke, bezbednosne i
tehnološko-ekonomske komponente raz-
voja savremenog sveta. U vezi s tim, ev-
roatlantizam je ve} odavno izašao iz
okvira svoje kolevke – Severnoatlant-
skog saveza.

Prof. dr Darko MARINKOVI],
profesor Megatrend univerziteta
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EVROATLANTIZAM – GLOBALNA 
POLITI^KO-BEZBEDNOSNA STRATEGIJA

EUROATLANTISM – GLOBAL
POLITICAL-DEFENSE STRATEGY

Evroatlantske integracije, oli~ene u NATO-u, spadaju meðu najkon-
traverznije pojave i procese na politi~koj sceni Srbije. Odnos prema NA-
TO-u, odnosno prema evroatlantskim integracijama, jedan je od razloga za
najve}e politi~ke podele i sukobe na aktuelnoj politi~koj sceni Srbije, i
to ne samo meðu neposrednim akterima politi~kog `ivotai ve} i u javnom
mwewu u celini. 

Zbog teškog nasleða iz bliske prošlosti, ali i, o~igledno, nedovoqnog
kapaciteta aktuelnih politi~kih vlasti da na strateški, odgovoran
na~in pristupe tom pitawu, veliki deo ovdašwe energije troši se na pi-
tawa koja ve} odavno pripadaju prošlosti. Istovremeno, to nas odvaja od
onoga što je opšte prihva}ena budu}nost Evrope i sveta. 

Jedan od razloga za tako nepovoqno stawe jesu neznawe i neobavešte-
nost o osnovnim principima, ciqevim i na~inu funkcionisawa evroa-
tlantskih integracija, kao i o prednostima koje ima svaka zemqa koja im
pripada. Otuda aktuelna zbivawa na našoj politi~koj sceni u vezi sa od-
nosom s NATO-om potvr|uju pravilo da su neznawe i neinformisanost iz-
vor predrasuda i besmislenih podela i sukoba.

Za „Atlantis” je to veliki izazov, koji se ne mo`e i ne sme izbegavati.
Stoga je naš odgovor na taj izazov nova rubrika – Enciklopedija evroa-
tlantizma. Razumqivo, rubriku zapo~iwemo definisawem pojma evroa-
tlantizam.

Euro-Atlantic integrations, enshrined in NATO, are among the most controversial
phenomena on the political scene in Serbia. The attitude towards NATO, that is, towards
Euro-Atlantic integrations, is one of the reasons for the greatest political strife and con-
flicts on the current political scene in Serbia, not only between immediate actors of the
political life but also in the public opinion in general.  

Due to the burdensome heritage from the recent past, as well as insufficient capaci-
ty of current political authorities to approach that issue in a strategic, responsible way,
the vast majority of the local energy is wasted on the questions which long since belong
to the past. At the same time, that is what separates us from the generally accepted future
of Europe and the world. 

One the reasons for such an unfavourable situation is ignorance and lack of infor-
mation of the basic principles, goals and ways Euro-Atlantic integrations function as
well as the advantages that each country that belongs to them has. For this reason, cur-
rent events on our political scene, regarding the attitude towards NATO, confirm the
rule that ignorance and lack of information are the source of prejudices and pointless
strife and conflicts.

That is the great challenge for “Atlantis” which cannot and must not be avoided.
Therefore, our response to that challenge is a new section – “The Encyclopaedia of
Euroatlantism”. Quite understandably, we will open the new section with the definition
of the notion Euroatlantism.

Va{ington, 4. april 1949. Washington D.C. April 4th, 1949



The Atlantic Treaty Association (ATA)

PLAN 
FOR NEW

CHALLENGES
The goal: no more wars in Europe, no
clashes of culture but cooperation and 

integration wherever possible. Based on
their non governmental grass roots 

background the ATA and its members can
achieve results when crossing borders that

politicians and more formalised bodies
have difficulties in doing.

The members of the ATA are faced with a
very fast changing security environment,
where spreading information certainly is

not enough but only serves as the practical
background for the real work, which consists
of developing the Transatlantic security coop-
eration and engaging the future decision mak-
ers of the NATO countries and its cooperation
partners in a security network across borders,
between neighbours. The goal: no more wars
in Europe, no clashes of culture but coopera-
tion and integration wherever possible. Based
on their non governmental grass roots back-
ground the ATA and its members can achieve
results when crossing borders that politicians
and more formalised bodies have difficulties
in doing.

The Proactive strategy
The security political agenda of the ATA

members is to support and develop the integra-
tion of the new, associate and partner members
into the functionalities of security, economic
and energy policies as well as in cultural and
academic exchange and cooperation between
the NATO (and EU) member countries.
Rationale: countries with democratic political
systems tend to fight each other, not in the bat-
tlefield or as terrorists but in negotiations around
the table with respect for each other on the way
to sustainable solutions.

The ATA Proactive Strategy  is now leading
to a growing number of activities  where ATA
and its member organisations engage, especial-
ly the new generations of future decision mak-
ers in security cooperation, increasing civil soci-
ety networks in Europe, across the Atlantic and
with similar organizations and individuals in the
broader Euro-Atlantic neighborhood .

The ATA and its members want to develop
the broader security political understanding and
cooperation between the new generations on
both sides of the Atlantic. The Second World
War, the Cold War, characteristics like East-
West, The Bipolar World, the Warsaw Treaty,
COMECON, Communism versus Capitalism,
the Cuban Missile Crisis, Berlin, the Soviet con-
trolled “Peace movements” in Europe  - all are
part of the lives of the  parents and grandparents
of the youth/YATA generations. Today’s youth
see these characteristics only as pages in the his-
tory books – if at all.

Today’s  youth / the YATA members of ATA
feel at home with  globalisation, integration,
fight or war against terror, / meetings of differ-
ent cultures, study abroad, sustainable develop-
ment, internet, computer Serious Games, email,
sms, virtual reality, neighbourhood cooperation,
youth exchange, no borders, good governance,
i.e. the world of  no limits, of  cross border coop-
eration. For obvious reasons the youth / YATA
work is at the core of the ATA and its activities
and I strongly recommend all associations to
give their full support to the successor genera-
tions  in their countries. 

For some of the young future decision mak-
ers this development towards good governance,
civil society and democratic political system is
tiresome and difficult. Less than 10 years ago
civil wars, ethnic cleansing were going on in the
middle of Europe among some of the countries
of the former Yugoslavia. The bombing and
fighting which took place carried out by the
NATO countries in order to stop the atrocities
left deep scars in the areas concerned. The
development of civil society in all of the coun-
tries is today going on with the assistance of the
international community, the UN, NATO, EU
and a number of NGOs. 

Other parts of Europe and the European
neighbourhood, the Black Sea area and the
Central Asian area to mention two important
regions of key importance for the Euro-Atlantic
Security, have problems and challenges of even
bigger dimensions in the process of changing
from authoritarian and semi authoritarian struc-
tures to civil society. 

In all of these regions the ATA and its mem-
bers are present to assist and cooperate. The
advantage of the ATAs and the youth members /
YATAorganisations is that they do not belong to

any specific government or political party. They
are independent in their minds and their activi-
ties. They can initiate developments and activi-
ties in the broad security field which means
grassroots initiatives, the simple networking
such as in youth seminars, future leaders’ semi-
nars supporting the build up of civil society,
civic rights, access to information and academic
discourse on the fundamental principle of
democracy. ATA can become a link and a net-
work for the future decision makers in their
development of cooperation with and inside
NATO, EU and other parts of the changing
Euro-Atlantic security landscape. Often the
mere existence of ATA and its members can be
a useful means in developing security and
democracy with the future decision makers in
new member and partner countries.

The ATA agenda
The ATA Strategy focuses on developing

activities which reflect on the way ahead, a
proactive policy, and funding. Developing spe-
cific projects is one of the ways to continue the
development of the ATA and the its members as
a public policy platform on  Euro-Atlantic secu-
rity policies, with the key goal to inform and
activate the new generations on topics of inter-
national relations, security politics, and the
Transatlantic relationship. The first ATA project
has resulted in establishing the Central and
South East European Security Forum for
Atlantic associations with participating member
associations from Albania, Bulgaria, Croatia,
Bosnia-Herzegovina, FyroMacedonia, Serbia
and Montenegro and Romania. 

Emphasis is on developing a three dimen-
sional strategy of NGO-cooperation, Research
institutes network and Future Leaders’Network.
This project is funded by the Danish Ministry of
Foreign Affairs. It is the intention to foster sim-
ilar projects with other associations in order to
create a security network in all of the Euro
Atlantic community with a reach out to neigh-
bouring areas.

Besides developing the member associa-
tions themselves and carrying out the activities
within security policy information, education
and youth in their own countries the key chal-
lenges the ATAand its member associations face
today is to support those members, associate
and observer members who are striving to pro-
mote democracy, stability and wellbeing as part
of their wish for and interest in belonging to the
Euro-Atlantic security cooperation within
NATO.

Focus groups are the future leaders and deci-
sion makers in newly independent countries in
Europe and countries around the Euro-Atlantic
Area. Geographically ATA members look to
their neighbours in North Africa, The Broader
Middle East, the Black Sea and Central Asia. 

Associations and individual actors in these
regions, organisations and individual actors in
e.g. Central and South Eastern Europe, Ukraine,
Moldova, Belarus  who express their interest in
being part of the ATA network should also be
supported by the ATA and its members. 

Troels FROLING, 
Secretary General The Atlantic 
Treaty Association
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Focus of the Activities of the Atlantic Organizations in the 21st CenturyAsocijacija atlantskog ugovora

PLAN 
ZA NOVE 

IZAZOVE
Ciq je da se u Evropi, umesto 

ratova i sudara kultura, razvijaju,
gde god je to mogu}e, saradwa i 

integracije. Sa nevladinim 
korenima, ATA i wene ~lanice

mogu da postignu rezultate i tamo
gde ne mogu politi~ari 

i zvani~na tela. 

^lanice Asocijacije atlantskog ugo-
vora (ATA) suo~ene su sa veoma br-
zim promenama u oblasti bezbedno-

sti, tako da širewe informacija nije do-
voqno, ve} slu`i kao pozadina za stvaran
rad, koji se sastoji od razvoja saradwe za
transatlantsku bezbednost i anga`ovawa
onih koji }e donositi odluke u zemqama
NATO-a i wihovim partnerima u bezbed-
nosnoj mre`i me|u susedima. Ciq je da se
u Evropi, umesto ratova i sudara kultura,
razvijaju, gde god je to mogu}e, saradwa i
integracije. Sa nevladinim korenima,
ATA i wene ~lanice mogu da postignu re-
zultate i tamo gde ne mogu politi~ari i
zvani~na tela. 

Proaktivna strategija
Bezbednosna politika ~lanica ATA

jesu podrška i razvoj integracije novih
zdru`enih ~lanica i ~lanica partnera u
funkciji bezbednosne, ekonomske i ener-
getske polititike, kao i kulturna i aka-
demska razmena i saradwa izme|u zemaqa
NATO-a (i EU). Naime, zemqe s demo-
kratskim politi~kim sistemima nagiwu
ka me|usobnoj borbi preko stola, uz me|u-
sobno poštovawe, na putu ka odr`ivim
rešewima. Ta strategija sada vodi ka sve
brojnijim aktivnostima ATA i wenih
~lanica, naro~ito novih generacija dono-
silaca odluka u bezbednosnoj saradwi, i
pove}awu mre`e civilnih društava u
Evropi, preko Atlantika i sa sli~nim
organizacijama i pojedincima u široj
okolini evroatlantske zajednice.

Asocijacija atlantskog ugovora `eli
da razvije šire politi~ko razumevawe
bezbednosti i saradwu me|u novim genera-
cijama sa obe strane Atlantika. Drugi
svetski rat, „hladni rat”, odnosi Is-
tok–Zapad, bipolarni svet, Varšavski
pakt, COMECON, komunizam protiv kapi-
talizma, kubanska kriza, Berlin i sovjet-
ska kontrola „mirovnih pokreta” u Evro-
pi deo su `ivota o~eva i dedova mla-
dih/YATA generacija. Za sadašwu omladi-

nu sve to su samo stranice istorije. Wima
su, kao i ~lanovima YATA, normalni globa-
lizacija, integracija, borba ili rat pro-
tiv terora, susreti razli~itih kultura,
studirawe u inostranstvu, odr`iv razvoj,
Internet, kompjuterske igre, e-mail, sms,
virtualna realnost, saradwa suseda, raz-
mena omladine, nepostojawe granica, do-
bro upravqawe, tj. svet bez granica uz me-
|usobnu saradwu. Iz o~iglednih razloga,
rad omladine/YATA jeste sr` ATA i we-
nih aktivnosti, i sve organizacije treba
da daju potpunu podršku mladim generaci-
jama u svojim zemqama.

Neki mladi budu}i donosioci odluka
smatraju da je razvoj ka dobrom upravqa-
wu, civilnom društvu i demokratskom
politi~kom sistemu zamoran i te`ak, a
pre mawe od 10 godina neke republike
bivše Jugoslavije vodile su civilne ra-
tove i izvodile etni~ka ~iš}ewa. Bom-
bardovawe koje je vodio NATO da bi zau-
stavio u`as ostavilo je duboke o`iqke u
tim krajevima. Razvoj civilnog društva u
tim zemqama odvija se uz pomo} me|una-
rodne zajednice – UN, NATO, EU i nekih
nevladinih organizacija. 

Ostali delovi Evrope i wene okoline
i regije Crnog mora i Centralne Azije,
kao dva kqu~na regiona za evroatlantsku
bezbednost, imaju i ve}e probleme i iza-
zove u procesu promene autoritarnih i
poluautoritarnih struktura u civilna
društva.

U svim navedenim regionima prisutna
je ATA da bi ukazala pomo} i sara|ivala.
Prednost ATA i omladinskih/YATA orga-
nizacija je u tome što ne pripadaju nijed-
noj vladi ili politi~koj partiji – samo-
stalno razmišqaju i izvode svoje aktiv-
nosti. Mogu da zapo~nu aktivnosti na
širokom poqu bezbednosti, tj. od osnov-
ne inicijative, proste mre`e u obliku
omladinskih seminara, seminara za budu-
}e vo|e koji podr`avaju izgradwu civil-
nog društva, qudska prava i pristup in-
formacijama i akademskih predavawa o
fundamentalnim principima demokrati-
je. Asocijacija mo`e da postane veza i
mre`a budu}ih donosilaca odluka u raz-
voju saradwe sa i unutar NATO-a, EU i
drugih delova evroatlantskog bezbedno-
snog pejza`a koji se mewa. ^esto samo po-
stojawe ATA mo`e da bude korisno sred-
stvo za razvoj bezbednosti i demokratije
sa budu}im donosiocima odluka u novim
~lanicama i partnerskim zemqama.

Kako daqe? 
Strategija ATA usredsre|ena je na

razvoj aktivnosti koje se odnose na daqu
budu}nost, proaktivnu politiku i finan-
sirawe. Razvoj posebnih projekata jedan je
od na~ina da se nastavi razvoj ATA kao
javne politi~ke platforme evroatlant-
skih politika bezbednosti prvenstveno
radi informisawa i aktivirawa novih
generacija u vezi s me|unarodnim odnosi-
ma, politikom bezbednosti i transa-
tlantskim odnosom. Rezultat prvog pro-
jekta ATA jeste osnivawe Bezbednosnog

foruma za atlantske asocijacije central-
ne i isto~ne Evrope ~iji su ~lanovi orga-
nizacije iz Albanije, Bugarske, Hrvat-
ske, Bosne i Hercegovine, BJR Makedoni-
je, Srbije i Crne Gore i Rumunije. Pri
tome, prioritetan je razvoj trodimenzio-
nalne strategije nevladinih organizaci-
ja, mre`e istra`iva~kih instituta i
mre`e budu}ih lidera. Taj projekat fi-
nansira dansko ministarstvo spoqnih po-
slova. Planirano je da i druge organiza-
cije usvoje sli~ne projekte kako bi se
stvorila bezbednosna mre`a u celoj evro-
atlantskoj zajednici, s tendencijom ši-
rewa na susedne regione.

Pored razvoja organizacija ~lanica,
aktivnosti u okviru informisawa o bez-
bednosnoj politici i obrazovawu omla-
dine u sopstvenim zemqama, me|u glavnim
izazovima sa kojima se ATA i wene orga-
nizacije suo~avaju jesu podrška ~lanica-
ma, pridru`enim ~lanicama i ~lanicama
posmatra~ima koje te`e da promovišu
demokratiju, stabilnost i blagostawe
kao `equ i interes da pripadaju evroa-
tlantskoj bezbednosnoj saradwi u okviru
Severnoatlantskog saveza. U središtu
interesovawa su budu}i lideri i donosi-
oci odluka u novim nezavisnim zemqama
Evrope i zemqama oko evroatlantskog re-
giona. Geografski, ATA okre}e se suse-
dima u severnoj Africi, širem Sredwem
istoku, regionu Crnog mora i Centralnoj
Aziji. Organizacije i pojedince u tim re-
gionima, na primer u Centralnoj i Jugoi-
sto~noj Evropi, Ukrajini, Moldaviji i
Belorusiji, koji poka`u ̀ equ da budu deo
mre`e ATA trebalo bi da podr`e ATA i
wene ~lanice.

Trols FROLING,
generalni sekretar Asocijacije 
atlantskog ugovora
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Te`ište delovawa atlantskih organizacija u 21. veku

Konferencija Asocijacije mladih
politi~kih lidera, Beograd, 
9–11. jun 2005.

Konference AAYPL, Belgrade 
June 9th–11th 2005
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About Us

August 11th – On the occasion of signing bilateral agreements between
Council of Ministers of Serbia and Montenegro and the Government of the
United States of America (The Agreement on Security Cooperation and
the Agreement on Protection of the USA army forces, joining and usage
of military infrastructure on the territory of Serbia-Montenegro), the Atlantic
Council of Serbia and Montenegro organized a dialogue between journal-
ists and ambassadors of the USA ( H.E. Michael C.Polt), of Norway ( H.E.
Hans Ola Urstad) and Slovakia (H.E. Igor Furdik). This meeting has con-
firmed that the Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro wanted to help
our public get more complete idea about the importance of these agree-
ments for our country in its process of joining European and Euro-Atlantic
integrations as well as avoid reactions that can be the result of being insuf-
ficiently informed.
July 18th – Secretary General of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro, Veljko Kadijevic, attended the meeting with Mr. Jap De Hop
Shefer, Secretary General of NATO and Mr. Boris Tadic, President of
Serbia, under the name “Challenges to Euro-Atlantic integrations”. He
also participated in the work of the roundtable on the subject of the
Security Sector Reform which was held on Tuesday, July 19th, in the
Hyatt Regency Hotel in Belgrade. 
July 4th – A member of the Atlantic Council, prof. Dr. Darko Marinkovic,
participated in the work of the “Mixed group from the Balkans region”
which paid visit to the headquarters of NATO in July 4-5th. The visit was
organized by the Department for public diplomacy of NATO as a series of
briefings which are the part of NATO informing program. 

June 29th – Mr Aleksandar Vidojevic, a member of the ACSCG, partici-
pated in the work of the international summer seminar “The Adriatic
Charter - bridge for NATO integration” which was held in Struga from July
29th – 3rd 2005. The seminar was organized by the Atlantic Council of
Macedonia. Mr Vidojevic spoke about ‘ATA and the Atlantic integrations –
new approaches for softer security’.
June 21st – In the office of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro
there was an informal gathering with the members of the Atlantic club.
One of the events organized by the theatre ‘Slavija’ was a monodrama
“Mrs Minister’s wife” performed by Mrs. Ljiljana Stepanovic.   
June 21st – The Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro hosted a del-
egation of the Embassy of the United Kingdom: the ambassador Mr.

David Gowan and Military Attaché Mr. Simon Vandeleur as well as Mr.
Patrik Harpur, general manager of the company ‘Mobtel’
June 20th – A member of the Atlantic Council, Mr. Milos Ladicorbic, par-
ticipated as a lecturer at the seminar on the subject of “Security architec-
ture of the European Union –view from Serbia and Montenegro” in organ-
ization of the Centre for Civil Military Relations from Belgrade. Realization
of this project began on June 20th 2005 with the seminar in Central House
of Military of Serbia and Montenegro as well as the discussion at the
Faculty for Political Science and continued its realization in ten towns in
Serbia and Montenegro throughout the month of June.
June 16th – Secretary General of ACSCG Mr. Veljko Kadijevic participat-
ed in the work of the 60th Rose-Roth NATO Parliamentary meeting which
was held on St. Stefan from June 16th–18th 2005.  The meeting was held
in cooperation with the Parliament of Montenegro. The focus was on the
political-security situation in Serbia and Montenegro, the future of the
State Union Serbia-Montenegro and the cooperation with the European
Union and NATO. One day of the seminar was dedicated to the current
situation on Kosovo and Metohija as well as to a debate on its future sta-
tus.
June 15th – The Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro and the
Chance for Stability Foundation from Segedin signed Declaration on long-
term cooperation. In the name of the Chance for Stability Foundation, the
Declaration was signed by Mr Laszlo Mecs while The Atlantic Council of
SCG was represented by its Secretary General, Mr. Veljko Kadijevic.
There was also Dr Tihomir Simic, Vice-President of the Executive Council
of Vojvodina and the Board member of the Atlantic Council as well as Mr.
Ferenc Radac, the Chairman of the Association of Entrepreneurs of
Hungary. The Agreement in question is about strategic partnership that
should support the state politics in the process of integrations into Euro-
Atlantic structures. That support will be shown in the participation in joint
projects in relation to the reform of the Defense and Security Systems of
Serbia and Montenegro, in accord with NATO and EU standards, eco-
nomic projects as well as a series of activities which support all forms of
regional cooperation. 
May 28th – Greek Foundation for European and Foreign politics
ELIAMEP held a workshop “Euro-Atlantic Serbia and Montenegro: the
steps forward” in Belgrade, from May 27th–28th 2005, where Prof. Dr
Darko Marinkovic, our representative of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro, participated.

The Youth organization of the Atlantic Council of  S&M
COOPERATION WITH THE WORLD
July 8th – 14th – Sonja Davinic and Ana Djordjevic participated in the
work of the seminar “Peace-keeping in the Southeast Europe’, which was
held on the island Sipan in Croatia, in organization of the Atlantic Council
of Croatia. The representatives of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro held presentation on the subject of “Experiences in peace-
keeping”. 

Atlantis • Number 2 • Summer 200551

The Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro in the period Jun-August O nama

11. avgust – Povodom potpisivawa bilateralnih ugovora Sa-
veta ministara Srbije i Crne Gore i Vlade Sjediwenih Ameri~-
kih Dr`ava (Sporazum o bezbednosnoj saradwi i Sporazum o
za{titi snaga SAD, pristupawu i kori{}ewu vojne infrastruk-
ture na teritoriji SCG), Atlantski savet SCG organizovao je raz-
govor novinara sa ambasadorima SAD (H.E. Michael C. Polt), Nor-
ve{ke (H.E. Hans Ola Urstad) i Slova~ke (H.E. Igor Furdik). Ovim
sastankom Atlantski savet SCG `eleo je da na{oj javnosti
obezbedi {to potpuniju sliku o tome {ta ti sporazumi zna~e za
na{u zemqu u procesu wenog pristupawa evropskim i evratlant-
skim integracijama i da se izbegnu reakcije koje mogu biti plod
nedovoqne informisanosti.

18. juli – Generalni sekretar Atlantskog saveta SCG Veqko
Kadijevi} prisustvovao je susretu sa g. Japom de Hopom Shefe-
rom, generalnim sekretarom NATO-a, i g. Borisom Tadi}em, pred-
sednikom Srbije, pod nazivom „Izazovi evroatlantskim integra-
cijama”. Tako|e, u~estvovao je i u radu okruglog stola o temi re-
forme sektora bezbednosti koji je odr`an u utorak, 19. jula u ho-
telu „Hajat”.

4. juli – Predstavnik Atlantskog saveta prof. dr Darko Ma-
rinkovi} u~estvovao je u radu „Me{ovite grupe iz regiona Bal-
kana” koja je posetila sedi{te i vrhovnu komandu NATO–a od
4–5. jula 2005. godine. Poseta je organizovalo Odeqewe za javnu
diplomatiju NATO-a kao seriju brifinga koji su deo NATO in-
formacionog programa.

29. juni – G. Aleksandar Vidojevi}, ~lan ASSCG, u~estvovao je
u radu me|unarodnog letweg seminara. 

Jadranska poveqa kao most za „NATO integracije” koji je odr-
`an u Strugi od 29. do 3. jula, 2005. godine. Skup je odr`an u or-
ganizaciji Atlantskog saveta Makedonije. A. Vidojevi} je govorio
o temi „ATA i atlantske integracije – novi pristupi za meku bez-
bednost”.

21. juni – U prostorijama Atlantskog kluba organizovano je ne-
formalno dru`ewe za ~lanove Atlantskog kluba. U okviru dru-
`ewa, u organizaciji pozori{ta „Slavija”, prikazana je monodra-
ma „Gospo|a ministarka” u izvo|ewu g-|e Liqane Stepanovi}.

21. juni – Atlantski savet Srbije i Crne Gore ugostio je dele-
gaciju ambasade Kraqevine Velike Britanije: ambasadora g. Da-
vid Gowana i vojnog ata{ea g. Simon Vandeleura, i g. Patrika
Harpura, generalnog direktora kompanije „Mobtel”.

20. juni – ^lan Atlantskog saveta g. Milo{ Ladi~orbi} u~e-
stvovao je kao predava~ u okviru seminara o temi „Bezbedonosna
arhitektura Evropske unije – pogled iz Srbije i Crne Gore” koji
je organizovao Centar za civilno-vojne odnose iz Beograda.  Re-
alizacija ovog projekta otpo~ela je 20. juna 2005. godine semina-
rom u Centralnom domu VSCG i raspravom na Fakultetu politi~-
kih nauka, a nastavqena je tokom juna u 10 gradova Srbije i Crne
Gore.

16. juni – Generalni sekretar ASSCG g. Veqko Kadijevi} u~e-
stvovao je u radu 60-tog Rose-Roth parlamentarnog skupa NATO-a
koji je odr`an na Sv. Stefanu od 16. do 18. juna 2005. godine.
Skup je odr`an u saradwi sa Parlamentom Crne Gore. Seminar je
bio fokusiran na politi~ko-bezbednu situaciju u Srbiji i Crnoj
Gori, budu}nost dr`avne zajednice SCG i saradwu sa Evropskom
unijom i NATO-om. Jedan dan seminara bio je posve}en situaciji
na Kosovu i Metohiji i debati o budu}em statusu.

15. juni – Atlantski savet SCG i Fondacija „[ansa za stabil-
nost” iz Segedina potpisali su, u Beogradu, Deklaraciju o dugo-
ro~noj saradwi. U ime Fondacije „[ansa za stabilnost” Dekla-
raciju je potpisao g. Laslo Mec, izvr{ni direktor, a u ime
Atlantskog saveta g. Veqko Kadijevi}, generalni sekretar AS.
Potpisivawu Deklaracije prisustvovao je dr Tihomir Simi},
potpredsednik Izvr{nog ve}a Vojvodine i ~lan Upravnog odbora
AS, kao i g. Ferenc Rada~, predsedavaju}i Asocijacije preduzet-
nika Ma|arske. Re~ je o ugovoru o strate{kom pratnerstvu radi
podr{ke dr`avnoj politici u procesu integracija u evroatlant-
ske strukture. Ta podr{ka }e se ogledati u u~e{}u u zajedni~kim
projektima koji se odnose na reformu odbrambenog i bezbedno-
snog sistema u Srbiji i Crnoj Gori, prema standardima NATO-a i
EU, ekonomskim projektima i nizu aktivnosti koje podr`avaju
sve oblike regionalne saradwe.

27. maj – Gr~ka fondacija za evropsku i inostranu politiku
ELIAMEP odr`ala je radionicu pod nazivom „Evroatlantska
Srbija i Crna Gora: koraci napred’’ u Beogradu, 27–28. maja 2005.
godine, na kojoj je u~estvovao predstavnik Atlantskog saveta
SCG profesor dr Darko Marinkovi}. 

Organizacija mladih Atlantskog saveta SCG

SARADWA SA SVETOM
8–14. juli – Sowa Davini} i Ana \or|evi} u~estvovale su u

radu seminara „O~uvawe mira na jugoistoku Evrope” koji je odr-
`an na ostrvu [ipan u Hrvatskoj, u organizaciji Atlantskog ve}a
Hrvatske. Predstavnice Atlantskog saveta SCG imale su izlaga-
we o temi „Iskustva u odr`avawu mira”.

6. juli – ^lan Atlantskog saveta SCG Aleksandar Vidojevi}
sa uspehom je diplomirao na Diplomatskoj akademiji u Be~u. Te-
ma wegovog magistarskog rada bila je „Kona~ni status Kosova –
kako dosti}i dugoro~nu stabilnost”.

7. juli – Predstavnik Atlanskog saveta Srbije i Crne Gore
Igor Srbqanovi} u~estvovao je u radu Foruma za informisawe
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PREGRŠT AKTIVNOSTI
Leto je, po pravilu, period u kome se, usled godišwih

odmora, smawuju obim i intenzitet aktivnosti svih 
organizacija. To nije bio slu~aj i sa Atlantskim 

savetom SCG. Naprotiv, realizovane su brojne 
aktivnosti, koje su, u izvesnom smislu, samo 

„zagrevawe” za izuzetno plodnu jesen, kakva se o~ekuje.

A MYRIAD OF ACTIVITIES
Summer is, as a rule, a period when the scope and 

intensity of the activities of all organizations are
decreased due to the holidays. That is not the case with
the Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro. On the

contrary, many activities have been realized and they are,
to a certain extent, only ‘warm up’ activities for an

extremely fruitful autumn, as we expect it to be.

11. avgust 2005. August 11th, 2005 21. jun 2005. June 21th, 2005 15. jun 2005. June 15th, 2005 Va{ington, 14. jun 2005. Washington D. C. June 14th, 2005



O nama

July 6th – A member of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro
Aleksandar Vidojevic successfully graduated from the Academy of
Diplomacy in Vienna. His thesis was “The final status of Kosovo – how to
achieve long-term stability”.

July 7th – A representative of the Atlantic Council of Serbia and
Montenegro Igor Srbljanovic participated in the work of Security Sector
Information Forum which was held in the office of OEBS. The participants
of the Forum informed each other about completed, current and planned
projects in the domain of the Defense System reform. The next meeting
of SSIF is scheduled for October 4th and the host will be SSESAC.

June 13th – Igor Srbljanovic, a project manager of the Atlantic Council of
Serbia and Montenegro and Marko Kovacevic, President of Youth
Organization, participated at the first Conference on transformation of the
Army and the transatlantic relations, which was held in Washington D.C.
from June 13th–16th. The meeting was organized by the Atlantic Council
of the United States of America and included different briefings on defense
politics with the Government officials, think-tank analysts and other
experts from Washington D.C. The participants of the conference also
paid visit to the NATO Transformation Command in Norfolk, Virginia, in
order to gain knowledge of the new courses in the military capacities and
doctrine and their impact on NATO and its operations.

June 9th – The Atlantic Council of Serbia and Montenegro in cooperation
with the Atlantic organization of the Young Political Leaders ( AAYPL) with
the office in Oslo, organized annual conference of that association in
Belgrade, from June 9th–12th 2005. AAYPL is an organization that brings
together young people who are already at the top positions in the state
administration (Ministers, Deputy Ministers, Counselors, Chiefs of
Cabinets). This year their annual conference was held in Belgrade
because they wanted to promote the very idea of their organization in our
country with the aim of recruiting the youth of Serbia in their Association.
The conference was supported by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the
Kingdom of Norway. 

A. DJ.
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u sektoru bezbednosti (Security Sector Information Forum) koji je
odr`an u prostorijama OEBS-a. U~esnici Foruma su se me|usob-
no informisali o zavr{enim, teku}im i planiranim projektima
u oblasti reforme sektora bezbednosti. Slede}i sastanak
SSIF-a zakazan je za 4. oktobar a doma}in }e biti SEESAC. 

13. juni – Igor Srbqanovi}, projekt-menayer Atlantskog sa-
veta SCG, i Marko Kova~evi}, predsednik Organizacije mladih,
u~estvovali su u Prvoj konferenciji o transformaciji vojske i
transatlantskim odnosima, koja je odr`ana u Va{ingtonu od 13
–16. juna. Skup je organizovao Atlantski savet Sjediwenih Ame-
ri~kih Dr`ava, i sastojao se od razli~itih brifinga o politi-
ci odbrane sa zvani~nicima vlade, „tink-tenk'' analiti~arima
i drugim ekspertima iz Va{ingtona. U~esnici konferencije su
posetili i Komandu NATO-a za transformaciju, u Norfolku,
Viryinija, kako bi stekli znawa o novim pravcima u vojnim spo-
sobnostima i doktrini i kako }e one uticati na NATO i wegove
operacije.

9. juni – Atlantski savet SCG, u saradwi sa Atlantskom orga-
nizacijom mladih politi~kih lidera ( AAYPL) sa sedi{tem u
Oslu, organizovao je godi{wu konferenciju te asocijacije u Be-
ogradu od 9 do 12. juna 2005. godine. AAYPL organizacija je koja
okupqa mlade qude koji su u svojim zemqama ve} na visokim
funkcijama u dr`avnoj upravi (ministri, pomo}nici ministara,
savetnici, {efovi kabineta). Ove godine svoju godi{wu konfe-
renciju su organizovali u Beogradu upravo zbog toga da promo-
vi{u ideju wihove organizacije i kod nas, kako bi u Asocijaciju
ukqu~ili i mlade qude iz na{e zemqe. Konferencija je odr`a-
na uz podr{ku Ministarstva inostranih poslova Kraqevine
Norve{ke.

A. \.


