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1. The NATO Parliamentary Assembly held its 59th Rose-Roth seminar on 12-14 March in Dubrovnik, Croatia. More than 60 members of parliament from most NATO countries and partners, including Assembly President Pierre Lellouche, gathered with another 70 participants from regional governments, the civil society and academia, to discuss the situation in South-East Europe.

2. The seminar opened with introductory remarks from Kresimir Cosic, Head of the Croatian delegation to NATO PA; Luka Bebic, deputy president of the Croatian Parliament; and Senator Pierre Claude Nolin, Vice President of the Assembly. 

3. Mladen Stanicic, Director of the Institute for International Relations in Zagreb, tried to set the discussion on the future perspectives of South East Europe (SEE) in the general context of a changing international security environment. He argued that a completely stabilized SEE region was one of the preconditions for effective co-operation between the EU and the United States in dealing with new global threats such as terrorism. Mr. Stanicic then explained the workings of the relationship between the EU and SEE countries, namely the Stabilization and Association Process (SAP). He said he was convinced that rather than trying to integrate the entire region simultaneously ("convoy" strategy), the EU should allow the countries that are more advanced in the process of EU integration to progress faster towards membership of the Union. This "regatta" strategy would foster positive competition between the countries of the region. According to Mr. Stanicic, full cooperation with the ICTY was one of the best ways to overcome the conflict-prone "historical baggage" of the region and transform SEE into a haven of tranquillity". With regard to Croatia, the speaker said that relations with the ICTY presented the biggest obstacle towards the beginning of accession negotiations with the EU. Concerning the case of the indicted former Croatian general Ante Gotovina (who is still at large), Mr. Stanicic argued that "it is not the person that matters…but demonstrating that government is able to democratically control the security services". Moreover, he argued that Croatia's lack of full cooperation with ICTY could give a negative example to the rest of the region. As far as Kosovo is concerned the speaker thought that the international community should not be too hasty about resolving the question of its final status, because if handled badly this could destabilize the whole region. In response to the arguments that opinion polls in Croatia showed that EU pressure on the country to fully cooperate with the ICTY was provoking a wave of Euro-scepticism, Mr. Stanicic suggested taking these results with caution. He was convinced that people are more likely to give emotional replies in telephone opinion surveys than in the elections. 

4. Jérôme Rivière (France) questioned Mr. Stanicic's tendency to consider Croatian public attitudes towards the EU and NATO together, whereas "these are two very different organisations". Mr. Stanicic agreed with Mr. Rivière and declared that a certain difference could be seen between the public's views of NATO and of the EU; in general however one could talk about NATO and the EU as having converging views on the region. The speaker nonetheless emphasized that NATO was less popular than the EU, because the Alliance was largely identified with the United States and the 2003 Iraq war had been extremely unpopular in Croatia. Mr. Bebic argued that it was frustrating that Croatia managed to close 625 different cases of cooperation with the ICTY but that its entire European future was "held hostage by one person".

5. Gabriel Partos, Central and South East Europe Analyst from the BBC World Service, argued in his presentation that it was possible to have both an optimistic and a pessimistic perspective on the future of the SEE region. The pessimistic one suggested that SEE was far behind the other Eastern European countries that had recently joined the EU or, in some cases, even behind the ones that were getting ready to become EU members in 2007 (Romania and Bulgaria). The optimistic perspective, on the other hand, stemmed from the comparison of the state of the region today and that of ten years ago. According to Mr. Partos, the death of Croatian President Tudjman and the NATO bombing of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia that eventually led to the downfall of the Milosevic regime provided an opportunity for significant change in SEE.  More recently, it was largely due to the 'carrot' of EU membership, argued the speaker, that the region had experienced such tremendous changes. NATO PFP and eventual NATO integration of the SEE countries were a part of these positive developments. Only five years ago, Serbia was bombed by NATO and now it is getting ready to join Euro-Atlantic institutions, being held back only by insufficient cooperation with the ICTY. The EU SAP brought about economic recovery and a complete rebirth of regional cooperation in SEE, which was possibly the most important precondition for EU integration. With regard to the future of Serbia and Montenegro (SCG) Mr. Partos predicted that eventually both Kosovo and Montenegro would, under certain conditions, become independent. This should, according to the speaker, be a fairly painless process because with EU integration "the 19th century notion of nation state will become irrelevant." 

6. Erik Baktai (Hungary) observed that besides pointing out how much SEE needed the EU, the speaker should also have stressed how much the EU needed the region. Miodrag Vukovic (Parliament of Montenegro) pointed out that it was necessary that the international community stop looking at the State Union of SCG as a single country. Montenegro, unlike Serbia, had always been pro-NATO, he pointed out. In order to rectify this, and other unwanted consequences of the present Union, the arrangement between Serbia and Montenegro should be changed into a Union of two sovereign and internationally recognized states. In his reply to Vukovic, Mr. Partos recognized the fact that Montenegro's attitude towards NATO had been different from that of Serbia, "there is no doubt that Montenegro has a longer history of wanting to join NATO PFP". Mr. Partos also recognised that in certain respects both members of the Union would be better off with a more loose arrangement and that it was logical that things would develop in this direction because the process of disintegration of Yugoslavia would finally be drawn to a close. He added that also many senior Serbian politicians were convinced that Serbia would get closer to the EU much faster without Montenegro. Mr. Stanicic pointed out that although independence was a legal right for Montenegro, political pragmatism suggested that in a future referendum it should only exercise this right if a qualified majority of the population supported this option. Aleksandar Pravdic (Parliament of SCG) asked Mr. Partos to explain why Montenegro's independence should occur. The speaker recognized both the positive and negative sides of the independence of Montenegro: the positive side being faster integration of the two members of the Union into the EU; the negative side being the possible "domino effect" that such an event would have primarily on Kosovo and then maybe on Macedonia.

SESSION I: NATO ENLARGEMENT AND THE ADRIATIC CHARTER

7. George Katsirdakis, Head of Defence Co-operation at NATO opened the discussion arguing that overall NATO enlargement was a success story and that further enlargement of NATO into SEE would certainly lead to a greater level of stability and security in the region. Defence reform and the parliamentary oversight of this process were in his view the most important aspects of the overall process of enlargement.  Mr. Katsirdakis argued that it was only a matter of time for the countries of the region to become NATO members, if they so wished.

8. Berislav Roncevic, Croatian Defense Minister, started his presentation by declaring that the probability of a renewed armed conflict in the region was now very low. This was largely due to the military involvement of SFOR and KFOR, as well as to the structural framework provided by the Berlin Plus agreement. The prospect of NATO and EU membership presented a strong incentive for reform, Mr. Roncevic argued, and it was up the countries of the region to do everything they could to meet the requirements for their membership in EU and NATO. According to him the major threat to the stability of the region comes from international terrorism and organized crime. Mr. Roncevic declared himself optimistic as far as Croatia's (but also SCG's and BiH's) perspectives of NATO membership were concerned. However, he admitted that much remained to be done. 

9. Victor Jackovich, former US ambassador to Croatia, maintained that popular consensus on the future Euro-Atlantic integration in the countries of SEE still needed to be reached. In his view, SEE has experienced a tremendous improvement in recent years. Nevertheless, full cooperation with the ICTY and the unresolved status of some states or entities remained the biggest obstacles to further Euro-Atlantic integration. According to Mr. Jackovich, "the full emergence of new independent states in Montenegro and Kosovo will play a stabilizing role for the region".

10. Blagoje Grahovac (Parliament of Montenegro) highlighted what in his view was the threat coming from the destabilizing of forces inside Serbia, arguing that without a thorough reform of military and civilian security services the future of that country was in peril. He also agreed with Mr. Katsirdakis that NATO was doing much to reform security services in SCG.  Mr. Rivière asked whether Mr. Jackovich thought that his views about Kosovo’s and Montenegro’s independence could make a difference in the public perceptions of the SEE region in EU and NATO countries. Mr. Jackovich agreed that it was difficult to improve public attention to international affairs, especially on the Balkans.  Gianni Nieddu (Italy) said that he was against any speedy resolution of the status of Kosovo because he thought that fundamental preconditions for that to occur were still lacking. In his view Kosovo's independence could provoke a negative domino effect in the region in terms of disintegration of existing state structures and resurgence of ethnic struggles. Also, he believed that this could cause a spill over effect of organized crime export to Italy. Arguing against Kosovo's independence, Nieddu stated that "we cannot have a Colombia in the heart of Europe". Ferhat Dinosha (Parliament of Montenegro) disagreed: in his view, the lack of decision on the status of Kosovo was the main reason for instability among the Albanian minority in Macedonia and Montenegro.  Luigi Marino (Italy) supported the argument of his Italian colleague, arguing that one should be careful in creating independent states on the basis of purely ethnic criteria because of the negative consequences that such a strategy could provoke in other countries of the Balkans. Nieddu's remark about a "European Colombia" provoked a strong reaction from Ilir Gjoni (Albania), who declared himself "…surprised that such a remark about Kosovo is coming from the country that so enriched the vocabulary on the Mafia".  Summing up his views on Kosovo, Mr Jackovich said that the resignation and voluntary surrender to the ICTY of Prime Minister Haradinaj demonstrated enormous improvement in the level of political maturity of the Kosovar society. 

Panel on Defence Reform in SEE

11. Pjer Simunovic, National Coordinator for NATO in the Croatian Foreign Ministry, outlined the general and special conditions Croatia needed to fulfil in order to join NATO. Special conditions being cooperation with ICTY and respect for minority rights. Mr. Simunovic declared that, "Croatia is doing reasonably fine" with regard to all these conditions and it was about to start accession negotiations with the EU. As far as Croatia's defense reform was concerned, Mr. Simunovic said that Croatia had completed the final draft of its strategic defense review that suggested a new configuration for the Croatian army.  Such a transformation, the speaker suggested, will bring Croatia close to the parameters of NATO member states and will cut the number of men in uniform from a record 300,000, during the war period, to 16,000.  According to Mr. Simunovic, the aim of this reform is to create an army in which 80% of the military personnel will be able to participate in NATO-led multinational peacekeeping operations.

12. Mircea Pascu, Member of the Romanian Parliament and former Defense Minister, (invited by the Geneva Centre for the Democratic Control of the Armed Forces), maintained that defense reform was part of the wider process of reforming state structures after the fall of communist regimes, which in the case of SEE (and the Western Balkans in particular) meant reintegration of these countries into the international community. The main goal of a defense reform was to achieve an appropriate balance between security concerns and reform. The countries in the Western Balkans, according to Mr. Pascu, with the exception of Albania, had to deal with the legacy of the Yugoslav National Army (JNA).  Because of the dimension of JNA, most probably the reform of their armies would entail a combination of professional soldiers and conscripts. Mr. Pascu also believed that SEE countries could not afford to have three separate services (i.e. army, navy, and air force).

13. Arian Starova, President of the Atlantic Council of Albania, argued that in the course of the 1990s Albania underwent a thorough reform of its armed forces, that this reform was still ongoing and it was due to be completed in 2010.  Albania went through a remarkable process of transforming itself from a security-consumer country into a net contributor to peacekeeping missions around the world. According to the speaker the Atlantic Charter was an important aspect of Albania's defense reform. Albania's reform of the military was however not without problems; Mr. Starova affirmed that the rate of the downsizing of military personnel was extremely high and this produced serious social problems. For this reason it was important for defense reforms to be supported by broad political and societal consensuses. To conclude, Mr Starova argued that any successful reform had also to perform a balancing act between ensuring good macroeconomic performances and providing acceptable living standards for the population.

14. Mr. Katsirdakis agreed with Mr. Starova's account of Albania's defense reform and added that this reform was particularly remarkable when one bears in mind that only in 1997 the country had literally no armed forces, was one of the poorest in Europe and had serious internal security problems. Loic Bouvard (France) was interested to know how it was that the Albanian people were able to change mentalities in such a remarkable way concerning Euro-Atlantic integration and the desire to support the defence reform process. Halid Genjac (BiH) said that despite positive changes in the defence reform of BiH significant problems remained when attempting to complete the process of integration of the two different entities within the Bosnian army.  He asked the Croatian speaker whether he would suggest that BiH keep the conscript system or opt for a professional army.  Mr. Grahovac suggested that all the countries of the Western Balkans should put together a joint unit that would eventually be integrated into KFOR. Answering to Mr. Bouvard, Mr. Starova said that the success in changing the population's mentality was probably due to the long period of isolation the country suffered during the Communist years and the resulting desire of Albanians to open up to the world. Answering Mr. Genjac’s question, Mr. Simunovic said that there was no need for a conscript army in countries that were not facing a direct threat to their territory; for this reason he believed that in the Western Balkans governments should think about introducing a civil service regime to gradually replace conscription. Mr. Pascu partially agreed with Mr. Simunovic but pointed out that in the case of BiH the conscription system was actually beneficial because the army could serve as a “melting pot” to create a more unified country. 

Session II: South East Europe: The Role of the EU

15. Pierre Lellouche, President of the NATO PA, opened the discussion by tackling the sensitive issue of Croatia's cooperation with the ICTY. He said that in terms of economic and political reform Croatia already matched the standards of the EU, but the fact that General Gotovina was still at large hampered the country's speedy integration into the EU. In order to fully qualify as a European state in terms of values, Lellouche argued, Croatia needed to demonstrate a clean break with the undesirable legacies of Tudjman's rule.

16. Kolinda Grabar Kitarovic, Croatian Minister of Foreign Affairs and EU Integration, said that the 59th Rose-Roth Seminar was taking place at a very important time for Croatia and the entire region. She was convinced that the latest Euro-Atlantic rapprochement would have a beneficial effect on Croatia and SEE. The minister also reminded all participants that Croatia was hoping to start EU accession negotiations on 18th of March 2005 [at the time of Ms. Grabar Kitarovic’s presentation news from Brussels was already indicating that the EU had decided to postpone such negotiations]. In Ms. Kitarovic’s view, an individual country approach to EU integration was better than trying to integrate SEE en bloc.  As far as cooperation with the ICTY was concerned, especially having in mind the 17th March deadline, Kitarovic was convinced that Croatia "was investing the maximum into this [locating and capturing Gotovina] issue." She mentioned that 625 out of 626 requests of the ICTY have been fulfilled, and that the case of General Gotovina should not present an obstacle for the start of negotiations. The EU should abandon the policy of imposing conditions such as this, because this strategy nourishes Euro-sceptic feelings in Croatia. 

17. Major-General David Leakey, EUFOR Commander in Sarajevo, said that upon arrival in BiH one has the impression of having come to a fairly normal country, so normal that it brings into question the need for keeping 7,000 peacekeeping troops there. Nevertheless, despite positive developments, BiH had many serious problems that still necessitated the international military-police presence. Tensions between ethnic groups, combined with the legacy of the recent war, still haunted Bosnian society. As General Leakey pointed out, one of the great problems was that the territory of BiH was still filled with weapons. EUFOR was trying to collect them and only last year they managed to persuade people to hand in their AK-47s, as well as 8,000 hand grenades and 30,000 rounds of ammunition. General Leakey declared himself convinced that there was no appetite for renewed fighting and that that feeling belonged to the past.  Nevertheless, serious problems such as political obstructionism, organized crime, and corruption presented serious destabilizing factors. NATO did bring stability to the country, performing an excellent job, the General said, and it was now up to EUFOR to continue this job.  General Leakey argued that transition from the NATO-led SFOR to EUFOR went "extraordinarily smoothly". What made EUFOR different from SFOR was that the former, unlike the Alliance’s force, worked in close cooperation with the EU police force, which ensured greater efficiency. According to General Leakey, EUFOR was unable to defeat organized crime; however, it could offer a strong support to local and international police to successfully pursue this goal. EUFOR's role was strictly related to BiH in this sense. General Leakey said, "I am not looking to disrupt international drug trade roots, but internal organized crime that can hold BiH back." He also emphasized that the local population fully and enthusiastically supported EUFOR's struggle against local organized crime networks.

18. Rasa Ostrauskaite, EU Political Advisor in the Office of the High Representative for BiH, said that the country was an embarrassing reminder of the high aspirations of the EU and the inability to deal efficiently with its own backyard. Nevertheless, she thought that in ten years BiH had gone through enormous improvements and that it was slowly starting to resemble a modern European country. The EU was resolved to have BiH joining as a member, but before that happened Sarajevo had to resolve several serious structural problems. Ms. Ostrauskaite made it clear that, despite recent improvements, cooperation with the ICTY remained one of the most important stumbling blocks for BiH's swift EU integration. Another obstacle to EU integration, the speaker said, was BiH's complex institutional structure, which prevented it from working as a functioning state. Ms. Ostrauskaite concluded that looking towards the tenth anniversary of the end of the war, "BiH is moving out of the era of Dayton into the era of Brussels."

19. Momcilo Novakovic (BiH) said that progress in the Euro-Atlantic Integration of Croatia had in his view had a positive effect on the progress of BiH. Mr. Novakovic however thought that the EU visa regime for BiH presented a serious impediment for the normalization of life in the country and that it was necessary for the EU to determine a date for the beginning of BiH's membership negotiations. President Lellouche replied that it was premature to ask such questions considering that BiH still had a long way to go before becoming a fully functional state. Ms. Ostrauskaite said that the EU per capita contribution to the BiH economy in terms of financial aid was higher than that to any other country in the world.  Concerning the visa regime she replied that BiH was also continuing to impose the same regime on the citizens of the new EU member states. Mr. Marino asked General Leakey how successful EUFOR was in creating a multiethnic police force in BiH.  Simon Lunn, Secretary General of the NATO PA, asked to what extent national caveats prevented the efficient functioning of EUFOR; he was also interested in knowing more about the nature of the relationship between EUFOR and the remaining NATO force. Mr. Lunn also asked about the role of EUFOR in hunting down war criminals. Mr. Bouvard asked for more details on EUFOR's performance in tackling organized crime, especially human and weapons trafficking. He also asked about the level of cooperation between EUFOR and the Croatian armed forces. Concerning the divided city of Mostar, Mr. Bouvard asked if recently some progress towards reconciliation had been made. Mr. Rivière expressed concern about the number of small arms in BiH; he stated that many of these weapons ended up on the black market in France and other European countries to be used in criminal activities. As a solution to the problem Mr. Rivière suggested that EUFOR buy up these weapons from the citizens of BiH.  Miroslav Filipovic (SCG) asked General Leakey for more details on the cooperation between EUFOR and the army of SCG. General Leakey replied that 65% of economic aid to BiH was being spent for the maintenance of the cumbersome administration, which he considered a completely unsustainable situation. Concerning Mr. Marino's question on the creation of a multiethnic police force, the general said that considerable steps had been taken to form a multiethnic State Investigation and Protection Agency, based on ethnic proportional representation. Moreover, both a multiethnic border service and a taxation authority were being created.  On national caveats, General Leakey admitted that there were problems in performing some tasks but indicated that steps were being taken to overcome such difficulties. Concerning the struggle against organized crime, the General said that EUFOR did a lot to help local authorities in their operations but that it rarely engaged directly in everyday police activities. As far as cooperation with NATO was concerned, General Leakey said that there was still some overlap in the field of defence reform; however, general coordination with the remaining NATO forces in BiH remained excellent. The General said that NATO (SFOR) and EUFOR had made a great effort to apprehend war criminals and that this should be recognized. On the situation in Mostar, General Leakey said that indeed the biggest difficulty remained a true reconciliation of the ethnic groups; the "two schools under one roof situation", he said, was difficult to sustain. General Leakey disagreed with the suggestion made by Mr. Rivière: he thought that offering money to buy out illegal weapons in BiH would only stimulate the weapons black market. Concerning the cooperation with the army of SCG, General Leakey said that EUFOR cooperated with it through the intermediary of the army of BiH.

SESSION III: SOUTH EAST EUROPE: THE ROLE OF THE INTERNATIONAL CRIMINAL TRIBUNAL FOR THE FORMER YUGOSLAVIA (ICTY)

20. In his introductory remarks, Lucio Malan (Italy), said that the ICTY had indicted, since 1993, about 125 individuals responsible for war crimes in the wars of the previous decade. He reminded participants that the Tribunal was again making headlines after the indictment of Prime Minister of Kosovo Haradinaj. Mr. Malan also added that the cooperation of Croatia with the ICTY remains a conditio sine qua non for EU integration of the country.

21. Hans Holthuis, Registrar of the ICTY, explained the general structure of the ICTY. He said that one of the main functions of the ICTY was to help restore justice in the region, thus bringing to trial war criminals. In order to achieve this goal, the Tribunal resorted to several innovative instruments that produced significant results, such as the plea agreements, admissions of guilt from a number of accused, etc. Mr. Holthuis maintained that the victims played a crucial role and courageously contributed to the processes as witnesses. Moreover, on a psychological level, the speaker argued that the opportunity to be heard in trial gave the victims great personal fulfilment. Apart from the direct purpose of the ICTY, which is to cast light on the past historical events and bring justice to the countries of ex-Yugoslavia, this court substantially advanced international law in the field of crimes against humanity and war crimes, offering a model for the creation of the International Criminal Court (ICC). In the SEE region, the ICTY helped strengthen the rule of law through the establishment of specialized national war crime courts. In order for the Tribunal to fulfil its mission it needed to have assurance of the cooperation of local governments in apprehending the indicted criminals and exchanging information. To perform its tasks, the Tribunal relied on continued financial assistance form the international community. With regard to the end of the Tribunal’s activity, Mr. Holthuis declared that the ICTY could not develop an exit strategy until the major indicted criminals were extradited and put under its authority. He clearly indicated that these major criminals were Radovan Karadzic, Ratko Mladic and Ante Gotovina. 

22. Vesna Skare Ozbolt, Croatian Minister of Justice, opened her presentation by emphasizing that Croatia was going through one of the most important moments in the last couple of years. She argued that there was a consensus in the country with respect to joining the EU. Ms. Ozbolt thought that political criteria presented the crux of Croatia's obstacle for swift accession. There was what the minister called "a Croatian paradox", namely that in the 1990s Croatia's EU accession was severely decelerated because of the “imposed war it had to fight”. Today the only problem was cooperation with the ICTY. Initially, said the minister, for the Croatian population it was difficult to accept the idea that even Croatia, as a "victim" of aggression, could have committed war crimes. Over time, however, the feeling that war criminals must be punished matured. Since then, emphasized Ms. Ozbolt, Croatia had fully cooperated with the ICTY and the only remaining issue is that of general Ante Gotovina. Even in this case, Ozbolt said, Croatia did everything to apprehend Gotovina, but she contended that it was hard to arrest the man because he had both Croatian and French citizenship. By putting pressure on Croatia, the minister claimed, the international community wanted to send to all the countries of ex-Yugoslavia the message that cooperation with ICTY was obligatory. Nevertheless, Ozbolt was concerned that this message could be completely misunderstood: “Croatia is cooperating but it still gets punished”. The minister admitted that it was in the highest national interest of Croatia to determine Gotovina's role in the "fatherland war", but being a fugitive, she said, he was automatically put in the same category as Karadzic and Mladic.

23. Gjylnaze Syla (Assembly of Kosovo) criticized the ICTY for equating the crimes of Milosevic and those of the ex-Prime Minister of Kosovo Ramush Haradinaj.  She suggested that Mr. Haradinaj should be tried in Kosovo and wished to remind the participants that the former Prime Minister fully cooperated with international justice. Franc Kangler (Slovenia) declared himself surprised that the Croatian authorities did not clearly declare "if Gotovina is in Croatia we will arrest him". Mr. Gjoni defined the surrender of Haradinaj as a sign of great political maturity.  Ivo Miro Jovic (BiH) supported the development of EU norms in Croatia because he thought this would undoubtedly have a spillover effect on his country. Mr. Vukovic pointed out that Montenegro was severely impeded from fully cooperating with the ICTY due to the institutional structure of the state-union that did not provide Montenegro with the institutional structure to deal with this issue. He wished to remind the participants that Montenegro was the first state in the region that tried its own war criminals, and this took place as early as 1993. Mr. Nieddu, referring to the Haradinaj case, said that it was important that crimes committed against Serbs were also duly processed. In response to Ms. Syla, Mr. Holthuis recalled that the ICTY did not personalize or equalize crimes or guilt. He was sceptical about the possibility of Haradinaj's trial being held in Pristina. Replying to the question coming from Slovenia, Ms. Ozbolt firmly asserted that both the Croatian Prime Minister and the President expressed their readiness to arrest Gotovina if he were located within Croatian territory.

SESSION IV: PROGRESS AND CHALLENGES IN SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO
24. James Lyon, Head of the Belgrade office of the International Crisis Group, an independent think-tank producing field-based analyses, defined the situation in SCG as difficult. According to the speaker, cooperation with the ICTY remained unsatisfactory despite recent extraditions that hinted at the Serbian government's renewed will to cooperate with the Hague. According to Mr. Lyon, the State Union of SCG is chronically dysfunctional and has been defined by some as a "Frankenstein state". The reason why the US and, to a greater extent the EU, supported its formation, said the ICG representative, was their lack of readiness to concentrate on SCG in order to find better solutions. On one hand, Serbia had shown remarkable progress since 2001, and the last wave of surrenders to the Hague might actually provide Serbia with an EU feasibility study, argued the speaker. On the other hand, 70% of Serbia's political parties held anti-Western views. Moreover, in Mr. Lyon’s view Serbia's reform remained largely cosmetic, the economy was stagnating and the trial against the killers of the late Zoran Djindjic was turning into a trial of the Prime Minister himself.  According to the speaker, statements by the current Serbian Prime Minister Kostunica concerning BiH showed that he did not fully accept the country's independence. Mr. Lyon also mentioned the unnecessary raising of diplomatic tensions with Croatia over the formation of an (unrecognised) government of exiled Croatian Serbs. Concerning Kosovo, the speaker argued, Serbia needed to increase its moral credibility and define its national interest in order to efficiently engage in the discussion on the final status of the province. To sum up, Mr. Lyon thought that Serbia’s policies continued to create some tension in the region. Many Eastern European countries that have now successfully integrated into the EU had at an early stage shown a remarkable enthusiasm for getting through their transition periods; the speaker was convinced that the situation in Serbia did not indicate such enthusiasm. This could be explained by the fact that many Serbs were convinced that life before 1990 was reasonably good compared with the present, and for this reason the support for reform was weak. Mr. Lyon was also critical towards the EU strategy of using purely a "carrot" strategy to make Serbia fully transform itself.  The speaker was convinced that Brussels should put pressure on Belgrade, and that a "stick" policy was also necessary. In other words, argued Lyon, "sometimes you can lead a horse to the water but you cannot make him drink".

25. Ms. Syla asked Mr. Lyon how long Serbia was going to continue boycotting Kosovo's institutions. Mr. Vukovic fully agreed with the speaker’s assessment of the relationship between Serbia and Montenegro. Nenad Djurdjevic (SCG) said that one could not ask, as ICG was doing, for the abolition of Serbian parallel structures in Kosovo, in a situation where Kosovo institutions were not proving functional.  Mr. Djurdjevic also quoted an ICG report from August 2000, which gave a completely wrong image of the future developments in Serbia, predicting (a month before the Milosevic regime lost the elections) that Mr. Milosevic was set to rule indefinitely. Based on this example, Mr. Djurdjevic concluded that ICG reports often "have interesting assumptions but are not grounded in reality".  Mr. Lyon expressed his satisfaction that people actually read ICG reports and replied that he was not involved in writing the August 2000 report on Serbia, but he indicated that the report had been written in March 2000 but that, because of technical problems, it was not published until August, making it "the most embarrassing report ICG ever wrote". Concerning Kosovo parallel structures, Mr. Lyon clarified that the ICG's position was not that they should be abolished but that they should rather be integrated into the institutional structures in Kosovo, "Serbia has a right to maintain its contacts with Kosovo". Aleksandar Pravdic (SCG) asked the participants to concentrate on facts, not on emotions. He accused the Montenegrin government of not respecting the Constitutional Declaration of SCG. With regard to Kosovo, he said that the standards had not been fulfilled.  Mr. Pravdic also criticized Lyon's assessment of the economic situation in Serbia; in his view all economic indicators demonstrated a significant improvement.  Mr. Lyon replied that Serbia did not fulfil its obligations towards the international community, because UN SC Resolution 1244 explicitly asked Serbia to fully cooperate with the ICTY. Concerning the Constitutional Declaration of SCG and the obligations deriving from it, Mr. Lyon admitted that Montenegro did not fulfil its part of the obligations but that Belgrade also did not fully respect its part. Aleksandar Zuric (SCG) said that the problem of the Serbian-Montenegrin relationship was much more complex than was presented. One of the biggest mistakes, according to him, was to compare the Kosovo and the Montenegro issues. Montenegro had the right to be an independent state, said Zuric, while Kosovo remained an exclusively Serbian problem, leaving Montenegro aside.  Miroslav Filipovic (SCG) said that he had been one of the members of parliament who voted in favour of the Constitutional Declaration and that now, two years later, he saw no significant change in the relationship between Serbia and Montenegro. Mr. Filipovic emphasized that his party supported the new Montenegrin governmental proposal for restructuring the State Union. He thought that the best solution would be to hold the referendum this year. Oliver Ivanovic (former member of the Assembly of Kosovo) said that Serbs and Albanians could not live in two separate worlds; however, he argued that at this point Serbian parallel structures were the only solution. Mr. Dinosha reminded the participants that no international document stated that Kosovo belonged to Serbia and criticized Mr. Zuric for implicitly saying the opposite. Mr. Lyon said that his intention was not to compare the relationship between Serbia and Montenegro with that between Serbia and Kosovo.  Milorad Todorovic (SCG) said that he lived in Kosovo and partially agreed with Mr. Lyon's analysis of the situation; however, he criticized the current SRSG Petersen for making a "catastrophic error" by declaring that one of his priorities would be "solving of the final status of Kosovo". Todorovic asked Lyon to indicate who, in his view, was responsible for the current situation in Kosovo. Mr. Lyon replied that everyone was equally responsible in different areas: the international community, the Serbian political elite and the Albanian leaders.  Mr. Bouvard concluded the discussion by reminding the participants that the future of the entire region was in the EU and that he considered any discussion about sovereignty futile for the simple reason that, in any case, once the countries of SEE became members of the EU, they would have to renounce around 60% of their sovereignty.

26. Pavle Jankovic, Assistant Minister of Defense of Serbia and Montenegro, very clearly presented his country’s efforts in the area of defence reform.  He said that SCG was facing quite a number of problems in this field but that one cannot just sit back and say that they were irresolvable. Mr. Jankovic declared himself convinced that defence reform was an important part of the overall reform of the state and society of SCG. There were some additional challenges that the country needed to overcome in order to fully meet the goal of the defence reform, said Jankovic; notably: the "psychological scar" of the 1999 NATO bombing of FRY; the struggle between "progressive" and "regressive" forces in the society; and the economic difficulties that the population was enduring because of the transition process. According to the speaker, there were nonetheless several benefits that Euro-Atlantic integration could bring to SCG. Firstly, it could prove the country’s determination in pursuing reforms. Secondly, it could enable the army to be ready to face security challenges in the future. Then Mr. Jankovic went on to explain the actual steps undergone in the country’s process of defence reform.  He explained the basic structure of the ministry of defence and how it needed to be transformed in order to meet NATO standards. Towards the end of last year the highest body in charge of defence matters in SCG, i.e. the Supreme Defence Council, decided to develop five types of specialized units: anti-terrorist units, rapid deployment units, helicopter units, engineering units and medical units.  In order to achieve this, two important steps needed to be taken: one was the development and implementation of PRISMA (a programme for resettlement of army personnel and the other was the establishment of the Defence Reform Fund. Moreover, it was already contributing to international security operations: it had already deployed 17 people with the EU peacekeeping mission in Congo. Summing up, Mr. Jankovic illustrated the main logic of defence reform in SCG, indicating that the most important objective was "changing attitudes, perceptions and values” and that “much of the rest is mostly technical".

27. Mr. Grahovac said that he was convinced of the reform-minded determination of Mr. Jankovic, but argued that not much had actually been done in the implementation phase. He reminded the participants that the law defining property succession of JNA had not yet been enacted. He pointed out the danger of criminal organisations infiltrating the armed forces. Mr. Grahovac said that it was true that many reform-minded people had been present in the army of SCG, but that recently they have either lost their previous positions or have been fired. He insisted that the Milosevic era mentality was still influential in the military, largely thanks to Serbian Prime Minister Kostunica.  Mr. Grahovac provocatively suggested that "current army officers should go on a tour to Zagreb, Sarajevo and Pristina and if they are to return" they should take back the leading positions in the military.  Franco Angioni (Italy) argued that, despite Mr. Jankovic’s comments, technical details remained extremely important and they need to be elaborated.  Mr. Simunovic asked the SCG government's representative when SCG was to implement its decision and replace the military with police forces in border control matters. Mr. Jankovic thanked Mr. Grahovac for his comments and replied that Montenegro did not participate in the defence reform efforts. Mr. Jankovic said that army officers still represented a privileged caste in the historical period following WW II and that it was really difficult to dismiss redundant people. He also emphasized that corruption was still a problem in the armed forces in the process of defence reform and that for this reason the Defense Ministry of SCG asked OSCE for help in this process. He agreed with Mr. Grahovac that security services presented a significant problem but this was more than normal in a country that only four years ago went through the peaceful overthrow of an authoritarian regime. Mr. Jankovic also added that he himself encountered obstacles in his work and was sometimes accused by newspaper articles of being a “British spy”, but that he and his colleagues were determined, despite these difficulties, to pursue the reform path. Replying to the Croatian defence ministry representative, Mr. Jankovic explained that retreat of the military from the borders was a lengthy and expensive process. For purely economic reasons, the government of SCG had to decide on the list of priorities in terms of transferring the border supervision authority from the military to the police. Mr. Jankovic explained that the army would be withdrawn first from the border with Hungary, an EU member, and then from the borders with Romania, Bulgaria, and eventually Croatia. Mr. Cosic agreed that defence reform presented complex problems of transformation of the whole of society, and that priority should be put on the psychological transformation of the military leadership.  Mr. Jankovic said that Mr. Cosic’s comments indeed strengthened what he had just argued in his presentation and thanked him for that. Ms. Syla asked Mr. Jankovic why Serbia was building a military base in Southern Serbia if its strategy was, as explained in his presentation, to cut down the number of its forces. Mr. Jankovic confirmed that a joint military and police security base was being built in the region because his government believed that there were still unresolved security challenges stemming from the unresolved issue of Kosovo’s final status: "On both sides there are people of extreme opinion, said Jankovic, "and it is the duty of the state to protect its citizens". This was the rationale for the construction of that base.

Panel discussion on the Future of Kosovo

28. Mr. Bouvard introduced the debate by saying that the international policy on Kosovo was in a phase of transformation. Some of the more urgent issues to discuss, he emphasized, were the reform of UNMIK, broadening consultations with and among local actors and trying to reduce national caveats on troops.

29. Joaquin Molina of the Operations Division at NATO HQ pointed out that the fundamental purpose of international involvement in Kosovo was to provide a safe and secure environment for a multiethnic society. One year after the tragic events of March, KFOR was doing its best to improve its performance. Mr. Molina recognised that indeed NATO countries were discussing possible ways to reduce national caveats. He said that KFOR was maintaining close cooperation with UNMIK and the Provisional Authorities of self-government. Moreover, he reiterated that NATO's commitment in the Balkans was for the "long term". He added that, apart from providing security, NATO wanted to be an active participant in the political process in the province. Mr. Molina also confirmed the good relationship between NATO and SRSG Ambassador Jessen Petersen. One of the main goals of the international community, according to Mr. Molina, should be to enhance the Serb minority’s participation in local institutions. "Multi-ethnicity in Kosovo is a goal for NATO regardless of the future status", declared the speaker.

30. Gylnaze Syla, member of the Assembly of Kosovo, said that the biggest problem was that most of the Kosovars had difficulties envisaging their future without a clear status. The undetermined status of the province was causing a widespread feeling of insecurity among the population, said the speaker, and this had a negative impact on the process of consolidating democracy and the rule of law. Ms. Syla maintained that the government was trying to fulfil the standards criteria and offered her account of recent developments. Former Kosovo Prime Minister Haradinaj, she pointed out, did everything to reassure the Serbian minority that living together in Kosovo was possible. According to Ms. Syla, the Kosovo Protection Corps had now efficiently transformed itself; minorities were represented in it; it had offered help to support Tsunami relief; and it would be able to support NATO peacekeeping missions in the future. Ms. Syla also emphasized the economic potential of Kosovo, where the "largest lignite coal field in the whole of Europe" existed, and argued that when nuclear power stations were decommissioned in Bulgaria, Kosovo could build "clean-burning coal power plants" that would supply energy to the region. She admitted that Kosovo was not extremely rich in resources but free trade negotiations with the neighbouring states, such as the FIY Republic of Macedonia
(, could significantly improve its economic development.

31. Oliver Ivanovic, former member of the Assembly of Kosovo, said that usually his role was to contradict the optimistic picture depicted by his Albanian colleagues. He declared that he would have wished to avoid this but the situation on the ground forced him to be more realistic.  Mr. Ivanovic argued that "UNMIK and KFOR came to Kosovo and Metohija with a prejudice" in favour of the Kosovo Albanians. In the aftermath of the 1999 war, military and civilian missions in Kosovo were completely unprepared to deal with the situation on the ground, said Mr. Ivanovic; this made the ethnic cleansing of the Serbs possible. In this period almost 60% of the pre-war Kosovo Serbian population had left the province, argued the speaker. In his view, biased international attitudes towards Kosovo had started to change on 17 March 2004, when the international community finally became aware of the fate of the Serbs in the province. Yet, as a result of the March events, Ivanovic pointed out, many were inclined to believe that the unresolved status of the province forced Albanians to indulge in violent acts against the Serb community. Mr. Ivanovic, on the contrary, was convinced that the transfer of authorities to the PISG institutions would not significantly alter this reality and that the Serbs would find themselves in an even more precarious position. He encouraged Serbian participation in local institutions. According to Mr. Ivanovic, the decision of the vast majority of Serbs not to participate in the October elections had been wrong. Concerning the status issue, according to Mr. Ivanovic any future political agreement must be based on a compromise, and both sides would have to sit at the negotiating table having left behind all extremist options. Only a long term involvement of the international community in the Province, believed Ivanovic, accompanied by a clear perspective of accession to the European Union, could offer Kosovo a brighter future.

32. Mario Palombo (Italy) said that apparently not much had changed since the time he led a NATO PA delegation to Kosovo four years ago. Mr. Palombo reminded the participants that in her speech Ms. Syla asked the Serbs to return to Kosovo and work together for a better future for the province, but had to remark also that Serbs did not trust the PISG institutions. The international community was committed to Kosovo, Mr. Palombo said, but the locals should not expect everything to be done by outsiders, as they themselves must also actively engage for the future of their country. Mr. Dinosha asked Mr. Ivanovic what he was doing to persuade the Serbs to start trusting PISG institutions. Mr. Todorovic asked Mr. Molina what was the reality of the KPC, which was supposed to be a civilian structure although its members were clearly organized in a military way and openly carried weapons. Mr. Todorovic also said that until March 2004 Serbs were active in local institutions but that that had not prevented what had happened. He also contested the argument that it was the unresolved status that caused the stalemate in FDI. Todorovic recalled that Serbia too had an unresolved territorial status but that it had FDI.  He also wished to point out that 120 Serbian votes did not offer legitimacy to the Serbian Representatives to enter the Kosovo Parliament. Mr. Gjoni said that the events of March 2004 were extremely negative but added that one should not forget what had happened before. Momcilo Novakovic (BiH) asked Ms. Syla which laws the Kosovar Parliament had enacted to facilitate the return of refugees. He declared himself surprised by the overt support of Ms. Syla to ex-Prime Minister Haradinaj and said that such a thing in BiH would be unimaginable. Mr. Novakovic claimed that if the Bosnian Serb politicians were to publicly praise Karadzic's image the Office of the High Representative would immediately sanction this. Ms. Syla encouraged Palombo to visit Kosovo again and see what the PISG was achieving. She asked the Serbian government not to obstruct the process of the return of the bodies of Albanians to Kosovo. She also encouraged Mr. Ivanovic and Mr. Todorovic to work together with her for the future of Kosovo. Referring to Mr. Todorovic's remark, she said that if a "country" does not have direct access to the help of international financial institutions it can hardly have FDI. With regard to Mr. Novakovic's question, she said that until now no laws had been passed to facilitate return but that the parliament had established a commission for the return of refugees. Mr. Ivanovic stressed the need for internal dialogue in Kosovo. Mr. Molina recognized that the transformation of the KPC presented the biggest challenge, and recognized that Mr. Todorovic emphasized an important point. Mr. Ivanovic also added that in 2001, 78,000 Serbs had voted in the elections, but that nonetheless not only were their rights constantly violated, but also  that did not prevent the events of March 2004. Mr. Bouvard concluded that the participants needed to reflect on the real meaning of the words “democracy” and “integration”. Democratic societies, he argued, are such only when there is respect for minority rights.

SESSION V: THE FUTURE OF SOUTH-EAST EUROPE

33. Sanja Madzarevic-Sjuster, World Bank Senior Economist for Croatia, indicated that overall the region had experienced "good economic progress" in the last five years since the 1999 Kosovo war.  The average GDP growth rate was 4.3%, and there was a slow but progressive growth of the FDIs. Moreover, Free Trade Agreements between the EU and SEE countries were becoming established. Ms. Sjuster agued that as refugees returned to their homes, prospects for substantial poverty reduction improved. Moreover, Sjuster made a comparative presentation of the economic situation in the EU 15, the EU 8, Croatia and other SEE countries. The speaker argued that Croatia needed to learn from the experiences of the countries of Central and Eastern Europe that now faced increasing fiscal deficits due to the past inability to create a fiscal space for EU accession requirements. The same applied to the other countries of SEE that were slowly but surely approaching the EU. Moreover, she maintained that SEE countries had a high current account deficit which was often financed by remittances and aid. The question remained, Sjuster pointed out, whether the FDI could fill the gap in the future. As far as Croatia was concerned, a "more forceful fiscal consolidation" was needed. The economist also offered an outline of the current stage in the EU accession (or pre-accession) process of the SEE countries. Ms. Sjuster was concerned that there were very few green-field investments and that state revenues derived mainly from privatizations. According to Ms. Sjuster, despite recent progress the region faced serious challenges before it could finally become integrated into the EU. Some of the biggest challenges were fighting organized crime and corruption; strengthening the rule of law; improving regional cooperation; reducing unemployment; and bringing back refugees. To conclude, Ms. Sjuster indicated that the main objective of the international financial community should be to support government growth strategies embedded in the EU Integration Process. 
34. Guido Brignone (Italy) asked Ms. Sjuster to explain why Italy, despite being Croatia's first trade partner, was only in 6th place among investors. Ms. Sjuster replied that, in order to encourage FDI, Croatia had abolished dividends; nevertheless, Italian banks owned most of Croatia's banking sector. Moreover, as far as tourism was concerned, Italians were Croatia's primary guests. Zvonko Obradovic (SCG) asked Ms. Sjuster to present a comparative analysis of the tax relief in the region. Ms. Sjuster said that the rate ranged between 35 and 45 per cent but that due to the fact that the World Bank relied on the analysis of the local institutes, the information they received was not always correct. This was largely due, she argued, to the lack of full compliance of the countries of the region with the statistical standards of the EU (and the World Bank). 

35. According to Borut Grgic, Director of the Institute for Strategic Studies in Slovenia, four issues will shape the mid-term future of the Western Balkans: the durability of EU commitment to the region; the resolution of the final status of Kosovo and SCG; the improvement of the economic situation; and the adequate resolution of the problem of minorities. The danger of enlargement fatigue, said Mr. Grgic, could hamper a successful transition process in the Western Balkans, as lack of the EU membership incentive may have a negative effect on the region. For Croatia he suggested that the EU postpone the beginning of negotiations until 2005 but not beyond, regardless of whether the required conditions are met.  With regard to Kosovo, Mr. Grgic said that "standards before status is not a working formula”, and that we needed to move to at least a parallel track: “standards with status". The speaker claimed that the unresolved status of Kosovo prevented economic and political development of the entire SCG. He also maintained that due to the fact that, prior to 1999, Belgrade systematically violated minority rights of the Albanians in Kosovo, Albanians had gained an "external right to self-determination". Furthermore, Mr. Grgic suggested that "Serbia cannot afford Kosovo" because it could not control it militarily nor sustain it economically. On the other hand, the speaker warned, an fully independent Kosovo might present the EU with the problem of a failed state in the middle of Europe. Only a clear EU perspective could balance these dangers. Mr. Grgic also warned that there was a danger of economic depression in the Western Balkans, including Croatia and Macedonia. Also in this case the answer should come from a more direct EU involvement. The EU and the countries of the region should also concentrate on seriously combating organized crime. 

36. Mr. Cosic said unemployment was one of the most important threats to the successful stabilization and transition process in the region. Generoso Roca (Italy) asked the speaker to elaborate on the treatment and integration of ethnic minorities. Mr. Todorovic contested the claim that Serbia could not have Kosovo because it could not control it militarily and economically, and argued that it was clear to everyone that the problem would have to be solved through a dialogue. In this case, he proposed that independence as an option should be excluded because, otherwise, the International Community would risk losing Serbia as a negotiator. Mr. Grgic replied that if Serbia wanted fast-track EU membership it could not afford Kosovo.

Panel on the Role of the Media and Civil Society

37. Duska Anastasijevic of “Vreme” magazine, Belgrade, opened her presentation by paraphrasing Tolstoy, "Happy transitions are all alike; every unhappy transition is unhappy in its own way". She argued that the SEE region was divided into the countries for which EU membership was in sight and countries that could not see any EU perspective in the immediate future. Ms. Anastasijevic said that Albania, SCG and BiH, because of the lack of a clear EU perspective, risked a serious slow-down in the reform process. With regard to Serbia, Ms. Anastasijevic argued that despite positive changes, legacies of the past managed to survive in the society. The media and civil society tended to consider the job done when Milosevic was ousted from power. This was not the case, Anastasijevic claimed, and the murder of Prime Minister Djindjic served as a wake-up call to these forces to return to the scene and work for the reform and democratization of the country. The independent media and civil society had the duty to fight against these forces of the past. According to Ms. Anastasijevic, the Serbian media was in the process of "soul searching", but they had entered in a sort of a jungle, where the rules of the market, not necessarily political necessity, shaped the quality of the information. The speaker pointed out that even serious media were "forced to compete in providing a better infotainment" (a mix of information and entertainment). This situation in the media hampered a serious discussion about the country's past that was a necessary prerequisite, according to the speaker, for a successful transition process. 

38. Nina Obuljen of the Institute for International Relations in Zagreb, started her presentation by pondering on the role that NGOs could play in improving the image of NATO in her country. Ms. Obuljen affirmed that NATO and the EU were clearly not the same, although in the public view there was more and more convergence about the two processes of integration. As far as the government was concerned, the speaker pointed out, the picture was clear: Croatia was in the process of Euro-Atlantic integration. The population, on the other hand, remained sceptical about NATO, which was very much assimilated to the United States and therefore suffered from the anti-American sentiments that had emerged in many European countries on the eve of the war in Iraq. Ms. Obuljen, however, argued that there was a significant lack of serious discussion on this issue. 

39. Nenad Djurdjevic, Director of the Center for non-Violent Resistance and a Representative of the Princeton-based country project on Ethnic Relations, outlined the present situation in Serbian civil society and noted a the "lack of identity" of the civil society and the donors' fatigue that threatened to completely undermine the role of the civil society. The NGO representatives were still trapped in the mindset of the Milosevic period, said Mr. Djurdjevic, and they were offering the Serbian public an unacceptable way of dealing with the past that presumed that the Serbian public should recognize collective guilt for the crimes committed by the Milosevic regime. According to Mr Djurdjevic, "leaders of such organizations [NGOs] are perceived as one-sided and not being able to listen the so-called 'Serbian side' of the story". With regard to Kosovo, there was a complete lack of interest among the Serbian NGOs in working with Serbs from Kosovo, maintained Mr. Djurdjevic. Finally, the speaker proposed that the civil society should make important steps towards reaching a consensus among the most important issues for Serbia's future. One of the main examples was the EU, said Mr. Djurdjevic. NGOs should try to offer the public an answer to the problem of redefining the post-Milosevic Serbian identity and present the benefits of EU membership in a more considerate manner.
40. Luko Brailo, Vice-President of the Croatian Journalists Association, presented the structure and field of engagement of the 3,500-member strong Croatian Journalists Association (HND). He said that HND was discussing the founding of a special Council for the Media that would take action to mediate the conflicts that arise between journalists, newspapers and the public. The speaker said that the current Croatian Criminal Legislation did not fully correspond to the standards of the EU and that defamation needed to be de-criminalized. He mentioned the case of a Croatian journalist who was recently sentenced to two months’ imprisonment for defamation. Detaining individuals as a result of a defamation sentence presented a serious breach of international human rights, Mr. Brailo reminded the audience. 

41. Mr. Brailo asked Ms. Obuljen about the Croatian government's tendency to present things in a more rosy light than they actually were. Ms. Obuljen replied that she could not speak for the government, but that government officials needed to offer a clearer picture on many issues. Andrea Cellino (NATO PA) wanted to know about relations between the media and the civil society representatives from Serbia and from Kosovo, and also asked Ms. Obuljen about the increasing anti-EU sentiment in Croatian society. Ms. Anastasijevic said that there was a huge problem in this relationship, not so much because media people from the two sides did not meet, but because when they did, the meetings were totally unproductive. Mr. Djurdjevic pointed out how his organization had access to Kosovo and tried, with many difficulties, to facilitate meetings between young political leaders on both sides. On the rise of Euro-scepticism, Ms. Obuljen said that she couldn't quote a serious sociological study but that she thought that such sentiments were indeed present. 

� Turkey recognises the Republic of Macedonia with its constitutional name














