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ALBANIANS IN KOSOVO 
Kosovar Albanians on the Albanian National Issue 
The three leading political parties in Kosovo have an identical stand on the Albanian national issue. Currently it is the most "problematic" open national issue in Southern Balkans. Albanians inhabit a compact territory embracing eastern parts of Montenegro, Southern Serbia, Kosovo and Western Macedonia. After the SFRY disintegration, they found themselves divided, against their will, in the two states, the FRY and Macedonia. However some prominent figures in Kosovo think that the Albanian issue has become a sticking point even before the SFRY disintegration. Current developments in Kosovo, Southern Serbia and Macedonia are only reflections of policy of subjugation of Albanians throughout the Twentieth Century, and in the former SFRY notably after the 1981 events. Such Milosevic regime strategy along with use of brute force hindered any political settlement of the Albanian national issue. Armed conflicts first in Kosovo, and then in the territory of Serbia, and recently in Macedonia resulted from long-standing frustrations and impossibility of Albanians to politically resolve key problems of their national community. 

Political parties in Kosovo mostly espouse the thesis that the Albanian national issue cannot be resolved globally. General framework of solution thereof is a regional co-operation, but only after the FRY disintegration. The first step in that direction would be definition of the status of Kosovo as an internationally recognised independent entity. Independent Kosovo would satisfy demands of the majority of Albanian population in the region, and consequently downscale the support rendered by some extreme Kosovo groups to armed Albanians in Southern Serbia and Macedonia. After that Serbia, Montenegro and Macedonia would, in line with the generally recognised European and world standards, constitutionally and legally define the status of the Albanian national community in their territories. The last step in overall and final settlement of the Albanian national issue would be integration of democratic states of Serbia, Montenegro, Kosovo and Macedonia into Europe without borders whereby "the artificial" barriers dividing the Albanian national community in the region would be finally eliminated. 

Albanian-Serb relations in Kosovo 
Even after establishment of the international protectorate over Kosovo, Serbs and Albanians continued to live in parallel realities. That fact prevented acceptance of a unique reality which would have been accepted by Albanians, Serbs, ethnic minorities and representatives of the international community in Kosovo. During Milosevic regime Kosovo Serbs were sent message from Belgrade about the return of the army and police to the province. Strategy of most political representatives of Kosovo Serbs , who were then considered the opposition, was to discredit the international community's mission in Kosovo and portray it as a failure by refusing to co-operate with its representatives. Unfortunately this policy was to a large extent counter-productive, and mostly affected the remaining members of the Serb community in Kosovo. Because of such policy Kosovo Serbs insisted on looking for solution in Serbia and on establishing closer ties between Serbia and Kosovo. They avoided integration into the existing structures and co-operation with Albanians and the international community as key factors in Kosovo. Some leaders of Kosovo Serbs think that Serb-Albanian cohabitation is impossible, and that only a multi-ethnic Kosovo in which Serbs and Albanians live next to each other is feasible. Insistence of Albanians and the international community on integration of Serbs into the Kosovo society, Kosovo Serbs see as insistence on their integration into the Albanian state. Within the context of the Albanian strategy "less Serbs in Kosovo, better chances to make an Albanian state in Kosovo" delayed return of the Serb refugees is assessed as a logical prerequisite for realisation of independent, Albanian Kosovo. 

On the other hand the Albanian community so far stiffly resisted assumption of responsibility, if not political than of the moral one, for the current predicament of Serbs and other minorities in Kosovo. It is certain that the lack of adequate institutions relieves of any responsibility leaders of Kosovar Albanians for the current status of minorities in Kosovo. On the other hand the fact that Albanians, once the persecuted minority have now become the majority aqlmost indifferent towards problems of other minorities in Kosovo, most surely does not denote their readiness, barring the vocal one, to embark upon building a multi-ethnic, democratic Kosovo. Political parties of Kosovar Albanians justify such stance on the Serbian community by fear of the entire Albanian population of closer links between Kosovo and Serbia and the FRY. Albanians see Kosovar Serbs as instruments of the Belgrade authorities for prevention of independence of Kosovo. Hence possible return of a large part of Serb refugees, much-insisted upon by the republican, federal authorities and Kosovar Serb leaders, is perceived as a threat. As regards Kosovar Serbs, victims of violence, the Albanian political parties think that there are no elements indicating an orchestrated campaign, whereby they don't exclude provocations against the international community and Albanians, as such provocative acts would favour political centres outside Kosovo. 

What additionally radicalises Albanian-Serb relations in Kosovo is the problem of Northern Kosovo, that is, of Kosovska Mitrovica. Majority of Albanians think that Serbia is "involved" in that case, and that by creation of parallel institutions it strives to effect the secession of that part of the Kosovo territory. On the other hand Kosovar Serbs think that regionalisation and institutional links with Serbia constitute the only deterrent of further Serb exodus from Kosovo. The position of Kosovar Serbs is the following: if claims to independence of Kosovar Albanians are considered legitimate, then Serbian claims to closer institutional ties between Northern Kosovo and Serbia are to be also considered legitimate. 

Kosovo and conflicts in Southern Serbia and Macedonia 
Currently much-discussed is both the support to and criticism of the LAPMB and NLA armed formations in Southern Serbia and Macedonia by leaders of Kosovar Albanians. Representatives of the current authorities of the FRY, Serbia and Macedonia treat the armed conflicts in the region almost exclusively as a spill-over of violence from Kosovo, and as part of the Greater Kosovo/Albania project. Adviser to the Yugoslav President, Predrag Simic, maintains: "now the time has come to label the Greater Albania nationalists in Kosovo as the greatest Balkans and inter-regional threat." Such a strategy aims at delegating total responsibility for destabilisation of Southern Balkans on Kosovo and Kosovar Albanians and partly on the international community for its impotence to contain "upsurge of Albanian terrorism." Vice Prime Minister of Serbia and President of the federal and republican Co-ordinating Committee for Southern Serbia Nebojsa Covic told NIN of 8 March 2001 that Albanians in Kosovo made up about 60% of members of armed formations in Southern Serbia. He went on to note: "They are those who after losing the local elections in Kosovo, now think that they can solve the entire problem and moreover spread it in the whole region by conflicts and wars…they are probably obsessed by the Greater Albania idea." The current situation is presented in the media as a consequence of Albanian population efforts to seize the historical opportunity for realising the concept "all Albanians in one state." At the meeting of Defence Secretaries of South East Europe Countries held on 5 April 2001 in Skoplje, Macedonian President Boris Trajkovski stated: "unstable situation in Kosovo results in export of terrorism…to the Macedonian state" and "if the international community does not solve the Kosovo crisis, if there is no final and resolute blow, the militant extremism shall continue and the Balkans shall face for a long time to come a destabilising factor of Kosovo." It seems that the international community has partly accepted the aforementioned thesis. George Robertson, the NATO Secretary General, during his 3 April visit to Skoplje announced that the Albanian terrorists in Kosovo would be de-commissioned. According to him this would help stabilise situation in Macedonia and spill-over of terrorism shall be prevented by closure of illegal passes between Macedonia and Skoplje. A joint statement of ministers of nine South East Europe countries and high-ranking NATO, OSCE, EU and the US officials, makes it clear that by joint and organised curbing of the Albanian terrorism prerequisites for inclusion of the Balkan countries into the European integration process are created. 

Contrary to the aforementioned official stands of the FRY, Macedonia and partly of the international community, Albanian leaders in Kosovo think that the main cause of the crisis in Southern Serbia and in Macedonia is policy of repression and discrimination against the local Albanians. Therefore they think that laying the blame for the current crisis on the Kosovo political leaders and even on the international community is -unfounded. Long-standing frustration due to failed settlement of problems of Albanian communities in Serbia and Macedonia by political means, resulted in their resorting to armed conflicts as the only possible way for kick-starting resolution of status of Albanians. Leading political parties of Kosovar Albanians deem legitimate demands of their fellow-nationals in Southern Serbia and Macedonia. But they also made clear their opposition to the use of force and favouring of the political ways of settlement of that problem. Appeal of the Western leaders to the political parties of Kosovar Albanians to condemn violence in Southern Serbia and Macedonia was successful, for they explicitly distanced themselves from the LAPMB and NLA armed formations. 

Some parties don't deny the support of certain extremist groups in Kosovo to Albanians in Southern Serbia and Macedonia, but at the same time say that absence of adequate institutions and anti-crime mechanisms are responsible for their emergence. Having in mind the Kosovo print media coverage, it is manifest that no-one disclaims that some extreme structure of former KLA , and parts of KZK render some support to armed formations of Albanians in Southern Serbia and Macedonia. Thus Zeri of 5 April 2001 reports on demand of George Robertson that the KZK stays away from conflicts in Southern Serbia and Macedonia. Koha Ditore of 9 March 2001 in the text headlined "Who are active and passive players in Tanusevac?" goes even further by implying that the involvement of Ramush Haradinaj, the AAK leader in Tanusevac developments is very likely. 

Greater Kosovo/Albania 
Thesis about Albanian ambition to create Greater Kosovo/Albania were launched from Serbia with the goal of preservation Serbia's own aspirations to Montenegro and Kosovo. Current crisis in Southern Serbia and Macedonia, and unfounded thesis about spill-over of conflicts into Montenegro are used as a ploy to persuade the international community that any further disintegration of the Balkans would lead to its destabilisation. In view of an unlikely repeat of Serbian and Macedonian scenarios in Montenegro, in the early March the Serbian print media, in a bid to depict Albanians as key destabilising factor in the Balkans, ran a series of articles on emergence of armed Albanian groups in Montenegro and maps of Greater Kosovo/Albania encompassing eastern parts of Montenegro, Southern Serbia, Kosovo, Western Macedonia and Albania. Professor Dr. Slavenko Terzic, Director of the Historical Institute of the Serbian Academy of Arts and Sciences, in his interview to weekly Svedok of 3 April 2001, states that "the Albanian mafia, after a peaceful phase of creation of Greater Albania by ethnic cleansing of Serbs from Kosovo and Metohija in the SFRY period, entered a new stage, backed by the US and NATO, the one of uprising and armed struggle which is now spreading to Vranje basin, Western part of Macedonia and in a foreseeable future possibly to Montenegro and perhaps even Greek Epiryss". The message thus sent, notably to the international community is very obvious - independent Kosovo and independent Montenegro shall only additionally encourage Albanian extremists to openly embark upon implementation of project of Greater Albania/Kosovo. Final outcome of this scenario is a large-scale conflict in the Balkans. 

As regards political parties of Albanians in Kosovo, they openly voice their opposition to any further change of borders of Kosovo, Macedonia and Serbia. They urge respect of territorial integrity and sovereignty of Serbia and Macedonia and oppose any territorial autonomy of Albanians in Serbia and federalisation of Macedonia. Their joint stand is that the thesis about Greater Albania/Kosovo was launched by an anti-Albanian lobby in a bid to discredit Albanians and influence the final status of Kosovo. Having in mind how sharply condemned were radical factions of Albanians in Southern Serbia, Macedonia and their possible accomplices in Kosovo by the international community, it is hard to believe that any relevant political factor in Kosovo would today back the idea of creation of a Greater Albania/Kosovo project. 

Status of Kosovo 
Political leaders of Kosovar Albanians insist on application of identical principles to all former members of the Yugoslav federation, that is republics and provinces. In the same context they don't understand why the international community is against independent Kosovo, as a final definition of status of that area. 

Independent Kosovo is a key precondition for stabilisation of the South East Balkans. Resolution of status of Kosovo would finally dispel illusions about successful realisation of Greater Serbia/Greater Albania project. Independent Kosovo would make possible integration of all minorities into the Kosovo society and open the way for essential settlement of status of national minorities, the latter being one of key problems in Kosovo. Creation of state institutions would contribute largely to assumption of responsibility of political parties of Kosovar Albanians, and also of all citizens of Kosovo in their bid to create a democratic, multi-ethnic Kosovo. 

Kosovar Albanians see themselves as hostages to the current situation in Kosovo. It is very likely that their genuine discontent caused by unwillingness of international community to accept some of real causes of instability in the Balkans and solve them, can lead in a foreseeable future to radicalisation of situation in Kosovo and elsewhere. But process of independence-gaining cannot be stopped, notably in view of the fact that all relevant political factors in Kosovo see secession of Kosovo from Serbia and the FRY as a basic prerequisite for stabilisation of the region. 

Thus preservation of status quo, considered by the international community as the only response the current situation, is in fact only prolongation of agony of Kosovo and the Southern Balkans in general. In an "undefined" context, in which Albanians see Kosovar Serbs as a threat to realisation of independent Kosovo and in which Kosovar Serbs, relying on the Belgrade authorities, look for solution of their real problems in Serbia, and not in Kosovo, it is difficult to expect creation of mood of ethnic-tolerance and consequently the one of adequate security. 

Belgrade, May 2001. 



ALBANIANS IN MACEDONIA 
Introduction 
The fact that Macedonia has been spared the kind of conflict that ravaged Croatia, Bosnia-Herzegovina and Kosovo has helped to create an illusion of a stable democratic state characterized by ethnic tolerance. The participation of Albanian national parties in the country's coalition governments and in its public life in general has led many to believe erroneously that the Albanian national community is fully integrated in all the segments of society. 

Such an approach on the part of Macedonian political parties and the public in general, as well as on the part of a large segment of the international community, is a chief obstacle to a realistic appraisal of the current problems regarding the status and situation of the Albanian national minority. 

The problems confronting Macedonia in the early years of its independence had a large bearing on the crisis of Macedonian national identity. In order to be able to deal with foreign policy problems, above all with territorial claims but also with the negation of a distinct Macedonian nation, Macedonians concentrated their efforts on building a nation state from within. The inevitable outcome of this policy was exclusivity and the division of society along ethnic lines. 

Albanian political parties insist that the history of Macedonia is one of the domination by the Macedonian national community of the Macedonian Albanians. This domination has resulted in the total marginalization and ghettoization of the Albanian community in Macedonia. Nearly 95 per cent Albanians are more loyal to their own ethnic group than to the Macedonian state. Their attitude is quite understandable because that state has not only failed to recognize their identity but has also conducted a policy of repression against them. 

In spite of the efforts of the Macedonian authorities and of many Western leaders to project Macedonia as a successful multi-ethnic state that was in no danger of destabilization, a number of Macedonian Albanian leaders have long been hinting out the possibility of serious clashes. The failure of political 'negotiations' between Albanian and Macedonian parties over the past ten years regarding crucial issues for the Albanian national community has led to a general deterioration of the situation and a radicalization of both communities. 

The Causes of the Crisis 
At the beginning of January, the authorities of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (FRY) and Serbia, as well as the Army of Yugoslavia (VJ), made the allegation that members of the Liberation Army of Presevo, Medveda and Bujanovac (UCPMB) were being trained in camps situated in western Macedonia. The Macedonian Ministry of Internal Affairs strongly denied these allegations, dismissing them as the 'fruit of political games orchestrated by certain old-time generals still in the Yugoslav army'. However, soon after sporadic fighting broke out in January, the Macedonian authorities themselves adopted the favourite Serb phrase 'violence spillover' in their search for the main source of the crisis outside the boundaries of the Macedonian state. On 1 February 2001, Ekspres published the statement of DJordi Trendafilov, the spokesman for the Macedonian Ministry of Defence, that Macedonia had dispatched to the Yugoslav border extra forces to prevent any spillover to its territory of Albanian terrorism from southern Serbia and Kosovo. After the 17 February 2001 attack on Macedonian border guards in the village of Tanusevci, Pavle Trajanov, leader of the Democratic Alliance and former minister of internal affairs, said that the paramilitary formations in Macedonia, established years ago, were in constant touch with extremist groups in Kosovo and southern Serbia and that their main object was to spread terrorist operations in Macedonia. 

Macedonian political parties believe that the Albanians are pressing for redefining their status as a constituent people in order to federalize Macedonia preparatory to secession in favour of a Greater Albania. 

The Albanian community in Macedonia is not unanimous as to the causes of the current crisis. On the one hand, Albanian political leaders blame everything on the Macedonian state. The Macedonian government's response to their demands during the past ten years has resulted in growing discontent and even a radicalization of a segment of the Albanian population. In the view of Albanian political parties, the Constitution and its Preamble are the most problematic because they make it possible to abuse and violate the rights of members of the Albanian national community. On the other hand, some Albanian intellectual circles are inclined to attach much of the blame to the inappropriate policy of the Albanian national parties which put economic profit before the struggle for the interests of the Albanian national community. 

The Influence of External Factors on the Crisis 
Macedonian officials insist that Kosovo is the principal source of destabilization in the region including Macedonia. Macedonian President Boris Trajkovski told the ministerial meeting in Skopje on 5 April 2001 that the crisis in Macedonia had been imported from Kosovo and that any attempt to stabilize the Balkans would end in failure unless the international community cut away the roots of crisis in Kosovo itself. There are also views that the outbreak of fighting was partly to blame on the signing of the border agreement between the FRY and Macedonia. 

According to Macedonian sources, Kosovo Albanians make up the bulk of the National Liberation Army (UCK) in Macedonia, the remainder being Macedonian Albanians who fought for the Kosovo Liberation Army (UCK) in Kosovo. They say that the NLA receives its logistic support, weapons and ammunition from Kosovo, Albania and southern Serbia. Ever since the outbreak of crisis in Macedonia, the international community has given the Macedonian government an opportunity to manipulate the influence of Albanian political leaders and extremist groups from Kosovo on the armed clashes. Albanian political leaders in Macedonia claim that this rhetoric of Western leaders plays into the hands of the Skopje regime. 

The assumption that the discontent of the (primarily Kosovo) Albanians over the definition of the Kosovo sector of the FRY-Macedonia state border is the main source of the armed conflict is a simplification of the far more complex causes of the crisis. However, one should not dismiss the fact that the situation was greatly radicalized by the negative reaction of Albanian political parties in Macedonia and Kosovo to the signing of the agreement. The exemption of Kosovo and Macedonian Albanians from the negotiations on the Kosovo sector of the FRY-Macedonia border was seen as a provocation to Kosovo and the Albanians in general. 

The international community's support to the Macedonian government to preserve the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the country through 'moderate use of force' against Albanian armed formations only further radicalized the two communities. The arming of the Macedonian Army by some Western states was interpreted by the Macedonian public as support to the state in its struggle against 'terrorists'. On the other hand, the Albanians saw this as the green light to the Macedonian Army and police to use their weapons also against civilians in the event of a large conflict. 

The Albanian Demands 
Albanian political leaders have come out in favour of a political solution to the crisis. They insist that before any political dialogue takes place the refugees must be allowed to return, the military and police units stationed in the conflict zone must withdraw, there must be a general amnesty for all who took part in the fighting, and the NLA must be represented in the talks. 

According to the DPA and the PDP, any political dialogue must focus on changing the constitutional-legal position of the Albanians in Macedonia. The fist, minimal demand of the Albanian political leaders is elevating the Albanians to constituent nation status. Consequent amendments to the Constitution and statute would establish Albanian as the second official language, address the question of higher education in the Albanian language, decentralize the country to restore authority to local government, and ensure proportional representation in state institutions. 

In view of the almost unanimous attitude of Macedonian politicians to the Albanian demands for NLA participation in the talks and amendments to the Constitution and its Preamble, there is little likelihood of an early start of a constructive political dialogue without considerable pressure from the international community. Macedonian authorities are adamant that talks can be conducted only with Albanian political representatives and that NLA participation would amount to according legitimacy to terrorists. Macedonian political and intellectual circles maintain that the Preamble in no way derogates from the rights of the Albanian minority. In view of the fact that it is the only document referring to the Macedonian nation, they view the Albanian insistence on its amendment as a provocation and a gesture of ill-will. Some political circles consider that amending the Constitution and giving Albanians greater rights without first achieving the broad consensus of Macedonian political parties may further destabilize the country. 

The Albanian National Question 
Current international press coverage of the Balkan crisis is largely grist to the mill of all who hold that ongoing fighting in Macedonia (and southern Serbia) is conducted with the sole aim of establishing an ethnically pure Albanian territory incorporating Kosovo and parts of Montenegro, Serbia and Macedonia. Although one cannot dismiss the possibility that a Greater Albania/Kosovo concept is being espoused by certain 'ethic romantic' circles, a federalization of Macedonia does not feature on the list of demands of the two leading Macedonian Albanian parties. Their leaders have made clear that they want nothing to do with historical myths and that regionalism is the only constructive approach to the Albanian question. A precondition for this is the final solution of the status of Kosovo in keeping with the demands of the majority Albanian population. 

The generally acknowledged fact that there are certain radical groups of Albanians using arms in order to realize their demands - groups which have been condemned by both Albanian politicians and the international public - can in no way detract from the demands of the Albanians in Macedonia who now envisage a solution solely within the Macedonian state. 

The present situation has radicalized the Macedonian and Albanian communities in the extreme. According to a survey conducted by the Centre for Ethnic Relations, the percentage of Macedonians who would have refused to take part in an armed conflict has plummeted from nearly 90 per cent some five to six years ago to under 15 per cent at present. This drastic change in attitude reflects a reaction to the use of arms by Albanians as well as to the belated reaction of the international community to the deepening crisis, a crisis breeding manipulation and mistrust. On the other hand, Albanian sources say that support, especially among the young, for the NLA is on the rise, with more than 10 per cent of young Albanians in Macedonia ready to enlist. A survey by the Institute of Sociological and Political-Legal Research indicates that the current mood of the citizens of Macedonia is hardly conducive to a lessening of tension between the two ethnic communities. 

The successful establishment of the new coalition government incorporating all relevant political parties, both Macedonian and Albanian, shows that the key problem of stabilizing the situation in Macedonia does not involve getting together politicians 'ready for dialogue'. Even at the height of fighting, the Macedonian and Albanian political elites urged a political solution and declared their readiness to embark on constructive dialogue to that end. However, they remain extremely mistrustful of each other on account of their radical public stands. It remains to be seen, after all that has happened, how to bridge the difference between the two extremely antagonized Macedonian and Albanian communities. 

Belgrade, May 2001 





ALBANIANS IN MONTENEGRO 
In the past decade inter-ethnic relations in Montenegro were relatively satisfactory.1 In contrast to Serbia, members of minorities in Montenegro have never been physically harassed. Moreover members of Albanian national community in Montenegro, unlike their counterparts in Southern Serbia and Kosovo, have never been the victims of Milosevic regime. Although the problem of status and state of minorities in Montenegro has been by and large ignored, following the 1997 DPS split and DJukanovic's distancing from Milosevic's policy, the first positive steps towards improvement of the minority status were made. 

There are 50,000 Albanians in Montenegro. They make up about 7% of total population. Together with 50,000-strong diaspora, they would make about 15% of total population of Montenegro. 

Key problems of the Albanian national community in Montenegro are unemployment in public sector, education and culture. Despite the fact that the Constitution of the Republic of Montenegro clearly specifies that members of minorities should be employed in civil services in proportion with their share in total population, only 0.03-0.05% of Albanians are employed in state bodies and public services. Except for three "coerced" positions in the republican government2, there are no Albanian employees in the republican judicial bodies and those of internal affairs. 

The largest 'Albanian' town in Montenegro is Ulcinj. Although Albanians make up 85% of the town's population, head of police and head of the municipal court are not of Albanian ethnicity. Albanians are also underrepresented in the local police. 

As regards education and culture situation is equally bad. Albanians attend Albanian language primary schools. But educational curricula, notably language, history and arts syllabus are not in line with needs of the Albanian community. For example Albanian history makes up 2.5% of total curricula, while in secondary schools that percentage is somewhat higher, that is, 5.9%. Currently there isn't a single Albanian language magazine subsidized from the republican budget. 

On their part Albanians, that is the Democratic Alliance made its first offer for settlement of their status in Montenegro as early as in 1992 in the shape of Memorandum on Special Status of Albanians in Montenegro. Unfortunately that document was ignored by the then authorities. In November 2000 Democratic Union of Albanians submitted to the government of the Republic of Montenegro Platform on Political and Legal Framework of Self-Management of National Communities in Montenegro. This platform does not represent exclusively Albanian claims but is open to incorporation of demands of all national minorities in Montenegro. Some of the main claims spelled out in the Platform are amendments to the Act on the Local Self-Rule, reinstatement of status of municipality to Tuza, introduction of institution of Ombudsman, establishment of bicameral Republican parliament, etc. The Montenegrin Parliament is yet to discuss this Platform, which if adopted, would entail certain constitutional amendments and those of legal provisions of Montenegro. 

Treatment of the Albanian national community by the Montenegrin authorities 
In September 1997 DPS signed an agreement with the leading Albanian parties, Democratic Union of Albanians and Democratic Alliance which was tantamount to the government's commitment to fully respect minority rights. Unfortunately some experts maintain that DPS started treating better the Albanian minority because they needed minority votes at the previous elections to emerge victorious.3 Although under the same agreement members of minorities should be proportionately represented in state structures4, after the 1998 elections Albanians got only one ministerial post, one deputy minister post and one deputy secretary post in the Montenegrin government.5 Even DPS coalition partners think that the share of Albanians in state structures should be proportionately much higher.6 Although Albanians are represented in the government, ranks which they have been accorded and consequently their influence are purely symbolical. 

In the 1998 elections Albanians backed Milo DJukanovic's policy in line with the principle "choose the lesser evil."7 The fact that the current Montenegrin regime failed to deliver many promises given to Albanians, or to tackle their key problems made Albanian leaders decide to condition their backing to DJukanovic's coalition at the forthcoming elections and possible referendum.8 Prior to referendum Albanian leaders shall definitively demand definition of status of their community in Montenegro. 

Despite certain readiness of the current Montenegrin authorities to integrate all members of the Albanian national community into all sectors of society, many facts indicate that the government should indeed tackle more seriously the problem of status of minorities in general. Unfortunately many think that the current authorities neglected that issue, under the pretext that the biggest problem of Montenegro were threats coming from Serbia.9 

Albanians within the current Montenegrin context 
Within the current Montenegrin context members of minorities in Montenegro, notably Albanians, are caught in the crossfire between the pro-Montenegrin coalition "Montenegro shall win" and the pro-Yugoslav block "Coalition for Yugoslavia. The latter's advocacy of civil Montenegro10 and its flirting with members of minorities, leaders of Montenegrin Albanians see only as a political discourse. They also note its lack of willingness to implement the project. As regards Coalition "Together for Yugoslavia" its members suggest that it would be dangerous for Montenegro to let its minorities take decisions about their own fate. By extension they widely promoted their thesis about alleged Albanian threat, and Albanian attempts to destabilize Montenegro. Hate speech dominates the political discourse of this coalition. At the promotional rally of the Coalition "Together for Yugoslavia" in Mataguzi, President of SNP Predrag Bulatovic stated: "Kudos to Montenegrin Albanians, they know we must cohabitate, but they are firebrands who want to destabilize Montenegro...I would not like to scare Montenegrins with stories about spill over of terrorism into our country."11 President of Popular Party Dragan Soc stated: "Why would Muslims and Albanians take decisions on future state-legal status of Yugoslavia, for only the majority Orthodox people are entitled to take such decisions."12 Top-ranking analyst of the International Crisis Group, Peter Palmer told BBC, that some statements of top leaders of the coalition were not acceptable. In a response to his statement Vijesti of 12 April 2001 in an article headlined. "Do people who thus speak about Albanians and Muslims have some interest in creating tension in Montenegro?" It is obvious that such a stance of coalition "Together for Montenegro aims to firstly discredit the ruling coalition13, that is indicate hazards of its denial of "the Albanian threat", and secondly to tip the electorate scales towards the Yugoslav option. 

By extension Albanian leaders qualify such messages of "Coalition for Yugoslavia" as an open call to apartheid, obviously in terms of minority support for DJukanovic's option.14 As regards their possible backing of DJukanovic, they announce they shall first monitor the conduct of Montenegrin authorities towards the Albanian electorate at the forthcoming elections ...that is, their support to coalition "Montenegro shall win" shall hinge on assessment thereof. President of Democratic Union of Albanians Ferhat Dinos says that already some manipulations and different kinds of pressures are at play, but he stresses that such phenomena are contrary to interests of Montenegro "for any democracy-minded government in Montenegro should see Albanians as partners and not as subjects."15 Political representatives of Montenegrin Albanians think that the authorities are in a way manipulating the Albanian electorate and piling up pressure to the detriment of the Albanian national parties. Names of some members of Albanian national community can be found on electoral lists of coalition "Montenegro shall win." This is interpreted as an utterly wrong move by the current regime, or its bid to curry favor with "Albanians." Both Ferhat Dinosh and Mehmet Bardhi consider that under the current political circumstances minorities interests can be best represented by their political parties.16 Moreover contact with member of minority peoples which the current Montenegrin authorities are trying to realize through "obedient" members of minorities, in opinion of leaders of Montenegrin Albanians is also counter-productive. 

Independence of Montenegro- pro and contra 
Montenegrin Albanians did not back the third Yugoslavia, partly because of their distrust of Serbia, partly because of their awareness that the current federation, characterized by internal disproportion, was doomed to collapse. They also knew that the federation was seen as an extension of dream of Greater Serbia. Albanian political leaders, representatives of the current regime, and the opposition parties, agree that Montenegrin Albanians see Montenegro as their state.17 Hence their political leaders clearly express their stance that in case of referendum they shall call on their fellow- nationals to vote for independent Montenegro. Albanians should be interested in independence of Montenegro, for it would represent the most acceptable framework for resolution of their status. Although national states in the Balkans, in markedly multinational states, came to be seen as nearly untenable project, Montenegrin Albanians state that they favor national Montenegro, with civil society and minorities equally represented in all segments of political and social life over the existing federation. According to claims of their political leaders Albanians in Montenegro want the same status enjoyed by minorities in Western, developed countries. They demand that their status be regulated under a new Constitution and introduction of legal mechanism protecting their individual and collective rights. Contrary to assertions of some Serbian politicians and coalition "Together for Yugoslavia", Albanians maintain that they genuinely favor their full integration in Montenegrin society.18 They also maintain they would fight for their rights only within Montenegrin institutions. 

In case of internal conflict between pro-Montenegrin and pro-Yugoslav block Albanians have given their assurances that they would defend Montenegrin interests. 

Albanian issue and Greater Albania/Kosovo 
Problem of the Albanian national issue and concept of Greater Albania/Kosovo was introduced into the pre-election campaign by leaders of the Serbian and federal authorities and representatives of coalition "Together for Yugoslavia." The Serbian press has recently been launching the thesis that conflicts from Southern Serbia and Macedonia shall spill over into Montenegro in case of the federation break-up. One of Vice Prime Ministers of Serbia, Momcilo Perisic argues that "there are some indications thereof".19 That thesis is linked to domino effect, expected in the Balkans after proclamation of Montenegrin independence. The same thesis is expounded in the election race by members of Coalition "Together for Yugoslavia". Namely they say that armed conflicts with Albanians can be expected in Montenegro, in case of proclamation of independence of Montenegro, for Montenegrin Albanians have adopted the strategy of Macedonian Albanians.20 Federal Prime Minister Zoran Zizic stated at a promotional rally of coalition "Together for Yugoslavia" that "small Montenegro is an incentive for Greater Albania".21 According to SNP assessments separatism of Montenegrin authorities is grist to the mill of Albanian separatists. SNP expects a spill over of conflicts from Macedonia and Southern Serbia in case of proclamation of Montenegrin independence.22 Glas of 26 March 2001 writes that the Greater Kosovo project includes annexation of some parts of Macedonia, Southern Serbia and of autonomous area of "Malesija" stretching from "the Raska area to the Adriatic sea and including Plav, Gusinje and Ulcinj." In Blic of 24 March 2001 Srbobran Brankovic, Head of Opinion Poll Agency "Medium" stated that the three Albanian parties would unanimously vote for independence of Montenegro in view of their assessment that "the Greater Albania project would be more easily implemented if Montenegro broke away." Secretary of the Federal Defense Minister Milovan Coguric thinks that Serbia and Montenegro can together stop disintegration process in the Balkans, for "unless they do that, Montenegro shall be under threat of a new separation incentive: the Albanian Academy of Sciences has drawn a map of Albania, covering Budva and Niksic and northern border cutting deeply into the heart of Vasojevica tribe land."23 

In mid-March many media in Serbia extensively covered emergence of armed Albanians in areas of municipalities Plav and Gusinje and the KLA graffiti on walls of some schools in Podgorica. According to the coalition "Together for Yugoslavia" Albanians wanted to get across a message that Montenegro was next in line...When asked by a Helsinki Committee representative if those graffiti were perhaps a message from Serbia, Dragan Koprvica, member of the Executive Committee of the SNP answered that "such a message from Serbia would have been understood as a well-intentioned warning...if currently there are no armed Albanians, they might emerge in the near future." 

Representatives of the Montenegrin and Albanian minority political parties agree that the Albanian issue is the biggest unsolved national issue in the Balkans. But problem of the Albanian national issue should not be linked to the concept of Greater Albania/Kosovo which doesn't exist as a clearly articulated political project. The gist of Albanian national issue, not only in Montenegro, but also in Serbia, Macedonia and Kosovo is legally and constitutionally unregulated status of minority Albanian communities and undefined status of Kosovo. 

Albanians in Montenegro consider Montenegro their state and they see no other alternative.24 They consider Albania only as a historical factor. In those terms accusations leveled at them by representatives of the Serbian and FRY authorities and leaders of coalition "Together for Yugoslavia" are not founded. According to statements of Albanian leaders in Montenegro, Albanians only want to attain and exercise their rights within their domicile state of Montenegro without any territorial pretensions, that is claims to parts of Montenegrin territory or aspirations to annexation thereof. Albanian diaspora entertains the idea of Greater Albania, but political leaders of Montenegrin Albanians consider this idea a purely theoretical concept.25 

There is no political support to this project and Montenegrin Albanians think that after the Serbian experience with the Greater Serbia project, similar projects in the Balkans are doomed to fail. For political leaders of Montenegrin Albanians the solution of the Albanian national issue is an integration of independent states in the Balkans, that is a union with open borders and free flow of people, ideas and commodities. 

The biggest priority in the resolution of the Albanian national issues is definition of status of Kosovo beyond the framework of Serbia/the FRY. Independent Kosovo and constitutionally and legally regulated status of Albanian national communities in Serbia, Macedonia and Montenegro are main prerequisites for stabilization of the Balkans and full integration of Albanians in all structures of states in which they constitute minorities. Final definition of status of Kosovo as an independent entity within the existing borders would boost arguments of those currently floating the idea of Greater Albania/Kosovo for daily political purposes. 

Belgrade, April 2001. 

In comparison with other newly-emerged countries, barring Slovenia. 
Democratic Alliance in Montenegro and Democratic Union of Albanians, as backers of DJukanovic-led coalition shared one ministerial post, one deputy minister post and one deputy secretary post in the republican government after the 1988 parliamentary elections. Many Albanians see this only as a marketing gesture of Milo DJukanovic, that is a minimal "reward" for their backing rendered to his party. 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Miodrag Zivanovic, political leader of Liberal Alliance of Montenegro, Podgorica, 11 April 2001. 
Albanians account for only 0.3-0.5 workforce of the civil service and state bodies in Montenegro, which clearly indicates disproportion between their share in total population and their representation in state structures. 
A member of the Democratic Union of Albanians is a Minister for National Minorities, while Deputy Education Minister and Deputy Information Secretary are from the ranks of the Democratic Alliance. 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Ranko Krivokapic, Vice President of the SDP, Podgorica, 11 April 2001. 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Nik Gashaj, politicologist and President of Association for Culture and Social Trends "Malesia." 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Ferhat Dinosha, President of the Democratic Union of Albanians, Podgorica, 12 April 2001 and Mehmet Bardhi, President of the Democratic Alliance, Podgorica, 12 April 2001. 
Nik Gashaj, politicologist, President of Association for Culture and Social Trends, "Malesia." 
"...Vice President of DPS Svetozar Marovic said that "to have the strength to say that Montenegro is not only Montenegrin, but also Serbian, Muslim and Albanians, is not an act of betrayal ...for all of them Montenegro is their common house both today and tomorrow." Vijesti 12 April 2001..."we shall not allow them to engage in incident-mongering and to start counting members of minorities.", Milo DJukanovic, Vijesti 12 April 2001. 
Glas Crnogoraca, 12 April 2001. 
Glas, 1 April 2001. 
The current authorities in Montenegro in their public discourse stress their partnership with minority communities. But that view is not shared fully by political leaders of Montenegrin Albanians. 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Ferhat Dinosha, President of Democratic Union of Albanians, Podgorica, 12 April 2001. 
Onogost, 6 April 2001. 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Ferhat Dinosha, President of Democratic Union of Albanians, Podgorica 12 April 2001 and Mehmed Bardhi, President of Democratic Alliance, Podgorica 12 April 2001. 
Democratic Alliance, Democratic Union of Albanians, Social-Democratic Party and Liberal Alliance of Montenegro. 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Ferhat Dinosha, President of Democratic Union of Albanians, Podgorica 12 April 2001 and Mehmed Bardhi, President of Democratic Alliance, Podgorica 12 April 2001. 
Novosti, 25 March 2001. 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Predrag Drecun, President of the Executive Committee of the Popular Party, Podgorica, 11 April 2001. 
Glas Grnogoraca, 11 April 2001. 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Dragan Koprivica, member of the EC of SNP, Podgorica, 10 April 2001. 
Dan, 11 April 2001. 
Greater Albania/Kosovo. 
Talks between representatives of the Helsinki Committee for Human Rights in Serbia with Ferhat Dinosha, President of the Democratic Union, Podgorica, 12 April 2001. 




POST-ELECTION KOSOVO: RETURN OF POLITICS TO INSTITUTIONS 


International and domestic observers by and large agreed that despite minor problems elections were held in a democratic and peaceful atmosphere. Added to that the pre-election campaign, in contrast to the previous one was, not marked by a large number of incidents and political showdowns.

During the pre-election campaign the principal message of Albanian politicians was -"independence." In contrast to that message the Serb coalition "Povratak" ("Return",) in line with its name, insisted on a two-way return, that is of Serbs to Kosovo and partially, in keeping with the Haekkerup-Covic agreement, on return of Serbian institutions to Kosovo 1 and of Kosovo to Serbia and the FRY. 

A long-running Serb project for resolution of the Kosovo crisis, and recently ran by Nedeljni Telegraf (21 November) as information given by the UNMIK High Representative, 2 gained prominence during the pre-election campaign and elections proper: if the "Albanian" Parliament proclaims independence Serbs shall respond by proclamation of autonomy of Serb enclaves. This possibility is officially introduced as one of prerogatives within the framework of mandates of Serb MPs.… There is still a possibility that Albanian MPs at one of sessions of Kosovo Parliament shall do that (proclaim independence). In that cases Serb MPs shall proclaim autonomy of those parts of Kosovo and Metohija which are predominantly populated by Serb folk."3 Contrary to creation of common institutions, and consequently full integration of existing parallel structures into a unique Kosovo system, it seems that Serb authorities have other combinations. 



Kosovar Serbs 

Despite anti-election campaign spearheaded by the republican and federal government, a surprisingly large number of Serbs took part in the Kosovo elections. However Nebojsa Covic, Serbian Vice Prime Minister, maintains that "all Kosovo and Serbia experts should have anticipated such a turn-out" 4 even if the Haekkerup-Covic agreement had not been signed. Although some provisions of the agreement are related to some of key Kosovo problems (but not the Kosovo status) it seems that its signing generated more problems than positive reactions. Serb and Yugoslav authorities insisted on getting the international community guarantees that the newly-elected Kosovo Parliament would not be allowed to tackle the issue of status of Kosovo, although the Constitutional Framework for the Interim Self-Rule in Kosovo already precludes such a possibility. Although one of the key goals of general elections in Kosovo was transfer of some authority from the UN Civilian Mission to future Kosovo bodies, and consequently placement of all processes within their framework, by paving the way for signing of the Haekkerup-Covic Agreement UNMIK 'installed' the institution of special status/treatment of a national community. Despite an evident wish of the international community to provide for a full legitimacy of general elections through participation of all national communities, it seems that the move was not properly though-out. 

Albanian political parties responded by stating that they would not participate in the High Working Group, a joint UNMIK-Interim Self-Rule Institutions-the FRY body, envisaged by the aforementioned agreement. If that threat is translated into reality, its effects may be very counter-productive. Realistically speaking, the least satisfied with the Haekkerup-Covic Agreement are probably other ethnicities in Kosovo, which in perpetual jockeying for power between the Albanian and Serb political elites have been totally sidelined. 

Signing of Haekkerup-Covic Agreement was used by federal and republican authorities to get across the message (albeit a wrong one) to Kosovar Serbs that the issue of status of Kosovo was resolved to the benefit of Serbia and Yugoslavia, and on that basis to declare that their participation in Kosovo election was a top state and national interest. Although none of the conditions for Serb participation in the elections was met, despite assurances to the contrary by the republican and federal officials, Serbia and Yugoslavia decided to stimulate Serbs to take part in the elections. It is difficult to believe that officials of Yugoslavia/Serbia who took to task the international community for its poor-implementation of UN SC Resolution 1244, suddenly realised that they had faith in that resolution regarding implementation of the Haekkerup-Covic Agreement. However such a position of the Serb and Yugoslav authorities probably has to do with pressures of the international community and in all likelihood is only of a symbolic nature. 

Paradoxically enough all those who remained true to their initial demands (against participation in elections) were accused of staging an anti-campaign resulting in an alleged loss of several seats of Coalition "Return" in Kosovo Parliament. 5 

Despite the anti-campaign and the loss of almost 10 seats in parliament and one seta in presidency 6 Serbs were proclaimed by some Albanian media "victors" of general elections. 7 Interestingly enough the republican government, which after actively engaging in the anti-campaign, 10 days before the start of elections changed its mind, called to account some leaders of Kosovar Serbs, Momčilo Trajkovic and Marko Jaksic, members of the Federal Committee for Kosovo and Metohija. Thus responsibility for the alleged loss of 10 seats was transferred to local leaders. The Belgrade authorities, after intensive manipulation and instrumentalisation, shifted responsibility to Kosovar Serbs, in the same way they did it with Republika Srpska Krajina. Having in mind the fact that the decision on participation in elections was taken only 12 days ahead of them, and after an intensive anti-election campaign, it is difficult to believe that additional mandates were within reach of Serb candidates. 



Post-election Kosovo 

In view of the fact that not a single party won the majority necessary for formation of an independent government, at play are different post-election combinations, whose final outcome shall mark the future direction of Kosovo process. The biggest responsibility currently rests with the LDK as the strongest political option-if the Albanian national coalition (LDK and DPK) is formed this would mean 'consolidation' of the existing divisions along ethnic lines, which is likely to affect the image of both LDK and Ibrahim Rugova and the Albanian community as a whole. In contrast to such a possibility, forging of LDK and Serbian block "Return" coalition, the one favoured by the international community, would be tantamount to rendering support to a multiethnic Kosovo and acceptance of Kosovar Serbs in their current constellation of relations with Serbia and the FRY 8 as a relevant political factor. 

Both options may produce problems. The first option requires that LDK and DPK must find a way to overcome their mutual rivalry and totally divergent positions on some issues. Added to that LDK, having ensured a presidential post for its member, is likely to be compelled to renounce the position of Prime Minister to the benefit of PDK. Although some Kosovo analysts think that the second option could theoretically ensure a stable functionality of parliament if the Serb coalition partner continues to rely on Serbia and the FRY, it might in fact provoke further radicalisation of Albanian-Serb relations. In view of recent statements of candidates of Coalition "Return" regarding Serb priorities in Kosovo Parliament-non-change of borders, reintegration of Kosovo into Serbia and the FRY, return of the Yugoslav Army and police in line with UN SC Resolution 1244…9- it is very likely that a possible LDK decision on forging coalition with "Return" could be sharply criticised by its political opponents and the Albanian community. 

If Albanian and Serb elites in Kosovo don’t change their tack and continue to adhere to their current political logic, Albanian-Serb coalition is hardly feasible. International community has made it clear to Albanains that the recent elections would not have a bearing on status of Kosovo. Now similar message must be sent to the other side-namely Kosovar Serbs should not be left manoeuvring room for disseminating the wrong conclusion that Kosovo shall remain part of Serbia and the FRY. Rada Trajkovic is against an imminent Serb decision on coalition with any Albanian party, and in favour of "contacts with MPs of other ethnic communities in Kosovo, altogether 13 of them" (Blic, 2 December 2001) 10 

The issue of status of Kosovo, as Ambassador Dan Everst stated, is a legitimate topic, and in the future, "independence of Kosovo is one of possibilities, and not a taboo topic. " Dan Everst also stressed that international consultations are necessary, but added that "they cannot start tomorrow, for we must first see how management of inter-ethnic relations shall unfold". (Danas, 1-2 December 2001) 

As no clear differentiation among Serbs came about, it is not very likely that Kosovar Serbs shall be able to pursue an autonomous policy in Kosovo. The letter sent by Prizren-Raska Episcope Artemije, in his capacity of President of the Serb National Council, to Nebojsa Covic, Vice President of the Co-ordinating Centre for Kosovo, a body established by both the republican and federal authorities, clearly indicated that no divergent stands among the Serb body politic would be tolerated. In his letter Artemije calls on talks "for the sake of a full unity of Coalition Return in Kosovo Parliament" which in the future provincial parliament should "pursue the state policy of Serbia and the FRY." Artemije also stressed that "those who make it to the parliament are duty-bound to pursue and implement the state Serb policy, to suit primarily the interests of Serbs in Kosovo and Metohija." He considers that "no party goals should be advocated in Parliament, for that would lead to carving up and division of Kosovo, and land us all into a predicament." The Orthodox Church is obviously taking on a leading role in Kosovo, as regards the pursuit of "higher state interests." Artemije even thinks that all MPs should "take the oath of allegiance in monastery of Gračanica to the effect they shall respect the principle of unity in implementation of the state policy." The 8th December meeting between Serb Prime Minister Zoran Djindjic and representatives of "Povratak" coalition clearly demonstrated Belgrade's ambition to control/instrumentalise Kosovar Serbs and situation in Kosovo. At the meeting an agreement was reached to "hold a monthly meeting with ministers in charge of functioning of day-to-day life in Kosovo."11 

Nebojsa Covic's appeal to Kosovar Serbs "not to join partly-formed institutions until rules stemming from Haekkerup-Covic Agreement are firmly in place," 12 indicates unwillingness of Serbia and the FRY to accept any compromise. On the other hand addresses and conduct of some Kosovar MPs at the first parliamentary session, namely their filibustering and obstruction of election of President and other parliamentary bodies indicate political immaturity of some political options which can have a very far-reaching negative impact on the future situation in Kosovo. 



Conclusions: 

- In the face of many post-election uncertainties all communities in Kosovo should transfer their political struggle and resolution of existing problems to institutions. This means that all protagonists in the political scene of Kosovo should assume political responsibility for all future successes and failures. Only dialogue in institutions can create prerequisites for revival of political life in Kosovo, after a ten-year break, building of social institutions, their mutual tolerance and confidence building at all levels; 

- Future Kosovo institutions shall have limited authority, therefore newly-elected representatives of Albanian, Serb and other communities in Kosovo shall have to show a high degree of political maturity if they want that authority to be expanded; 

- Large number of abstainees among all nationalities is a clear signal that citizens of Kosovo are tired of futile discussion on allegedly important issues and that they desire a swift revival of normalcy, which has been absent from their milieu for the past ten years. Majority of citizens are oriented towards resolution of key issues, notably, security, anti-corruption and anti-organised crime campaign, economy, judiciary, infrastructure, etc. 

- Normalisation of life of Serbs in Kosovo to a large extent shall depend on conduct of Belgrade on the one hand and on their ability to autonomously organise their political partnership with Albanian and other ethnic communities in Kosovo on the other hand. 

- The issue of status of Kosovo shall continue to be a source of radicalisation on both sides. In parallel the federal and republican officials constantly place the issue of a definitive status of Kosovo within the context of division of Bosnia and Herzegovina, and Macedonia…The issue of referendum and independence of Montenegro serves the same purpose (interview of Goran Svilanovic to BBC during his 29 November 2001 visit). The fact that those issues are prioritised delays transition in Serbia proper. 

- International community should not allowed to be sucked into different local manipulations and in that sense should prevent division of Kosovo, for it would be tantamount to returning to the dangerous start of the process of disintegration of Yugoslavia. 



End notes: 

FRY-UNMIK Co-operation Agreement, Education "…programs shall provide for an adequate compatibility between educational structures of Kosovar Serbs and educational system of the Republic of Serbia…" 

"independent Kosovo, Serb autonomy, return of the Yugoslav Army, withdrawal of KFOR, new Dayton" 

Nebojsa Covic, Danas, 28-30 November 2001 

Turnout would have been much lower. 

Even in this showdown a unique criterion was not applied. "…Marko Jaksic and other prominent figures from Kosovo (members of DPS?) promised that they would not make fuss, that is, stage a boycott. As regards Moma Trajkovic I think that his position in the federal government is utterly incompatible with his actions which undercut decisions of that very government," Zoran Sami, Vice President of DPS. 

Nebojsa Covic, Danas, 21 November 2001 

Koha Ditore text, as carried by Danas, 24-25 November 2001 

Belgrade is still a point of reference for Kosovar Serbs 

Politika 20 November 2001 

Danas, 1-2 December 2001 

Zoran Djindjic, Politika, 9 December 2001 
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