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EU is far away —
and Kosovo is near
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The advisory opinion of the International
Court of Justice of the United Nations which
states that the unilateral declaration of inde-
pendence of Kosovo in 2008 is not at odds
with international law has caused a lot of bit-
terness in Serbia. After everything that was
said in The Hague, demonstrating national
unity the Serbian Parliament had immediate-
ly voted in a declaration that (it is expected)
Serbian diplomats will submit to the General
Assembly of the United Nations for a vote. On
the day, and actually in the exact moment,
that the advisory opinion was made public,
from all orthodox Christian temples in the
country bells could be heard ringing and the
clergy and monks had called on all the faithful
to a prayer for Serbian justice.

Following the decision the Serbian press re-
presented this as being a cold shower, and
rightfully so, because right before the Inter-
national Court’s opinion was made public both
politicians and experts were equally over-
ly optimistic. After all of that the President
of the Republic, Boris Tadi¢, gave an official
statement in which he said that in history un-
just decisions take place, but that in spite of
this Serbia will continue its decisive fight for
Kosovo. The Minister for Foreign Affairs, Vuk
Jeremi¢, warned that the Court had opened
up a Pandora’s Box and now a new menace
will circle the globe: the menace of secessi-
onism. The government held an emergency
session and unanimously voted in a resolu-
tion which will be brought before the United
Nations General Assembly.

A majority of the Serbian professional public
voiced their criticism regarding the Internati-
onal Court’s opinion. According to the opinion
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Savetodavno misljenje Medunarodog suda
pravde Organizacije ujedinjenih nacija, po
kojem jednostrano proglaSenje nezavisnos-
ti Kosova 2008. godine nije u suprotnosti s
medunarodnim pravom, izazvalo je veliko
ogorcenje u Srbiji. Posle svega sto je receno
u Hagu, srpski parlament, demonstrirajudi
svenacionalno jedintvo, odmah je izglasao
deklaraciju koju ¢e - kako se olekuje - srps-
ka diplomatija podneti na usvajanje Gene-
ralnoj skupstini Ujedinjenih nacija. Na dan -
StaviSe, u Casu - objavljivanja savetodavnog
misljenja, u svim pravoslavnim hramovima
zemlje oglasila su se zvona, a svesStenstvo i
monastvo pozvalo je vernike na moleban za
srpsku pravdu.

Nakon saopsStenja odluke srpska Stampa je
pisala o hladnom tusu, i to s pravom, jer uoci
objavljivanja misljenja medunarodnog suda,
i politicari, i eksperti bili su podjednako pre-
terano optimisti. Na kraju je predsednik Re-
publike Boris Tadi¢, u formi zvani¢ne izjave
rekao da se u istoriji deSavaju nepravedne
odluke, ali da ¢e Srbija uprkos tome nastavi-
ti s odlu¢nom borbom za Kosovo. Ministar za
inostrane poslove Vuk Jeremic je upozorio da
je sud otvorio Pandorinu kutiju, usled ¢ega je-
dan novi bauk pocinje da kruzi svetom: bauk
secesionizma. Vlada je odrzala vanrednu sed-
nicu i jednoglasno donela rezoluciju koju ¢e
najesen proslediti Genralnoj skupstini Ujedin-
jenih nacija.

I vedina stru¢ne javnosti u Srbiji se kriticki
oglasila o stavu haskog Medunarodnog suda
pravde. Prema misljenju Predraga Simica,
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of Predrag Simi¢, professor of international
law at the Belgrade Faculty of Political Scien-
ces, this was not a victory of justice but a vic-
tory for Washington and Brussels. Tibor Vara-
di, a international law expert, stated for the
Belgrade daily Politika that the Court had not
answered the question given to it and that it
resorted to manipulation. Much like Jeremi¢,
he also stressed that this decision will en-
courage secessionist movements. Following
this context Politika’s foreign correspondent
from Romania reported in harsh tones about
“Romania’s Kosovo”, i.e. Erdelj, and said that
the Romanian Minister of Foreign Affairs gave
a statement in which he talked about the
“Hungarian threat”. The correspondent also
directly called Laslo Tékesh, a Hungarian po-
litician from Erdelj, a secessionist. Constituti-
onal law experts now have the opportunity to
analyze the weak arguments of this opinion,
or those that are more or less legally founded,
and try to foresee its repercussions. However,
one thing is certain: now the second stage of
the Kosovo issue is over.

For the coalition which is lead by the Demo-
cratic Party the Court’s decision is certainly a
fiasco, since it deals a serious blow to their
pre-election assurance that the tasks of joi-
ning the EU and keeping Kosovo within the
boundaries of Serbia are equally important
- and that they do not mutually annul each
other. Now it seems that these two principles
may also be in conflict. Serbia will have to
make a decision. A major question is to what
extent is it possible to postpone this decision,
does it make any sense to do that and, fur-
thermore, what kinds of hidden compromises
could still take place. And these options were,
however cautiously, implied not only by dip-
lomats of very influential European countries
but also by the Minister of Foreign Affairs, Vuk
Jeremi¢, when during his visit to Budapest he
said: if the price for accession to the Euro-
pean Union is acknowledging Kosovo’s inde-
pendence, in that case Serbia will reject the
European Union.

The International Court’s decision has
brought out into the light the political dilem-
ma that has until now been repressed in the
subconscious: either Kosovo or the European
Union? The truth is that the Kosovo issue only
somewhat influences the lessening of faith in
the European option. Because the European
Union has prolonged the process of admis-
sion for new members, it has damaged the
credibility of pro-European forces. The Eu-
ropean Union is far removed into the distant
future, while Kosovo is so near. And precisely

profesora medunarodnog prava beograds-
kog Fakulteta politickih nauka, nije pobedila
pravda, nego Brisel i VaSington. Tibor Vara-
di, ekspert za medunarodno pravo, u izja-
vi za beogradsku Politku je naglasio da sud
nije odgovorio na postavljeno pitanje i da
je pribegao manipulaciji. Sli¢cno Jeremicu, i
on istice da ovakvom odlukom sud podstice
secesionisticke pokrete. U tom kontekstu,
dopisnik Politike iz Rumunije oStrim tonom
izveStava o ,rumunskom Kosovu”, odnosno o
Erdelju, prenosedi i izjavu rumunskog minis-
tra za inostrane poslove u kojoj se ukazuje
na ,madarsku opasnost”, dok je Lasla Tekesa,
madarskog politicara iz Erdelja, bez uvijaja
nazvao secesionistom. Strucnjaci za ustav-
no pravo mogu sad da analiziraju slabe, ili
pravno manje ili viSe utemeljene argumente
ovog savetodavnog misSljenja, i da pokuSaju
da predvide njegove reprekusije. Jedno je,
medutim, izvesno: druga etapa kosovskog pi-
tanja ovim je okoncana.

Za koaliciju predvodenu Demokratskom
strankom, ova odluka je svakako predstav-
ljala fijasko, njome je naime ozbiljno uz-
drmano predizborno obecanje po kojem su
prikljucenje Evropskoj uniji i oCuvanje Kosova
unutar granica Srbije zadaci istog prioriteta,
odnosno, da se medusobno ne iskljuc¢uju. Sad
se ispostavlja da se ova dva principa mogu
nadi i u sukobu. Srbija ¢e morati da se opre-
deli. Veliko je pitanje koliko je moguce, od-
nosno da li uopsSte i vredi odlagati odluku i,
nadalje, kakavi su skriveni kompromisi jo$
mogudi. A tu opciju su nagovestile - mada
veoma oprezno - ne samo diplomate uticaj-
nih evropskih zemalja, nego i sam srpski mi-
nistar za inostrane poslove, Vuk Jeremi¢, kad
je prilikom posete Budimpesti izjavio: ako je
cena uclanjenja Srbije u Evropsku uniju priz-
nanje nezavisnosti Kosova, u tom slucaju ce
se Srbija odreci Evropske unije.

Odluka Medunarodnog suda pravde je izba-
cila na povrsinu politicku dilemu koja je sve
do sada bila potiskivana u podsvesti: ili Ko-
sovo, ili Evropska unija? Istina, Kosovo tek
delimi¢no utiCe na slabljenje vere u evropsku
opciju. Time Sto je Evropska unija prolongi-
rala prijem novih ¢lanova, narusila je kredi-
bilitet proevropskih snaga. Evropska unija se
povukla u daleku buduénost, dok je Kosovo
toliko blisko. Upravo je to doprinelo porastu
evroskepticizma u Srbiji, kao i u ¢itavom re-
gionu, uostalom. Sve viSe dolazi do izrazaja



this has contributed to the rise of Euroscep-
ticism in Serbia, and in the whole region for
that matter. There is an ever-growing convic-
tion that Serbia must build stronger ties with
Russia. This conviction is reinforced by theo-
ries, which are becoming ever more popular,
on the crises of Western style capitalism. On
the back of this political tendency certain de-
cisions have been made recently in the area
of (political) economy, and due to these de-
cisions the complete Serbian oil industry has
found its way into Russian hands - which was
wholeheartedly supported by all major politi-
cal parties. The sirens’ song of Putinesque ca-
pitalism, which is very nationalistic in charac-
ter, is becoming increasingly loud and more
appealing in Serbia, as in other countries in
the region. When it comes to assessing the
probabilities of Serbian accession to the Eu-
ropean Union, it should be taken into consi-
deration that a pro-Russian orientation has
very deep roots in Serbian national history.
It should however also be taken into conside-
ration that Russia has nothing against Serbia
joining the European Union, furthermore, this
is even in its interest in a certain way, but it is
strongly opposed to Serbia joining NATO. It is
a major question whether Serbia can join the
European Union without being a member of
the NATO pact.

uverenje da Srbija mora izgradivati c¢vrscée
veze s Rusijom. To uverenje podupiru i sve
popularnije teorije o krizi kapitalizma zapad-
nog tipa. Na tragu ove politicke tendencije su
donete u poslednje vreme i neke odluke iz
sfere (politiCke) ekonomije usled kojih se, na
primer, Citava srpska naftna industrija nasala
u ruskim rukama, a Sto su sve vece politicke
stranke zdusno podrzale. Sirenski pev puti-
novskog kapitalizma, naglaseno nacionalnog
profila, sve je glasniji i zamamniji u Srbiji,
kao i u drugim zemljama ovog regiona. Kad je
re¢ o prosudivanju izgleda prikljucenja Srbije
Evropskoj uniji, treba racunati i sa okolnos¢u
da ruska orijentacija ima i te kako duboke
tradicije u srpskoj nacionalnoj istoriji. U tom
svetlu treba znati i to, da Rusija nema nista
protiv da se Srbija uclani u Evropsku uniju,
StaviSe, u izvesnom smislu to je i u njenom
interesu, ali se vrlo odlu¢no protivi njenom
ulasku u NATO. A veliko je pitanje, da li Srbija
uopste moze da racuna na Clanstvo u Evrops-
koj uniji, bez ¢lanstva u NATO-paktu.
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Therefore, the questions are multiplying. Is
there maybe still some small secret opening
left for compromise? Before the opinion of the
Hague Court was made public, many had ho-
ped for some sort of ambiguous decision which
would open the door to new negotiations and
which would result in a historic compromise
between the Serbs and the Albanians.

While we waited for the decision of the
Court, Serbian politicians repeatedly rejected
the idea of Kosovo’s division while the Serbian
press wrote precisely on that subject.

As a rule these articles contained reminders
that the writer Dobrica Cosi¢, the father of
the Serbian national movement, had sugge-
sted this solution in 1992. Cosi¢ had participa-
ted in the fight against the fascists alongside
Tito’s partisans, and later became the favorite
writer of the Party, he was Chief of Agitprop
and, up to 1968, a member of the Central
Committee where he - to his own misfortune
- brought forth the issue of Serbian victim-
hood in Kosovo. The Central Committee di-
stanced itself from his observations, and he
subsequently decided to leave the League of
Communists of Yugoslavia.

It was from this moment actually that Do-
brica Cosi¢ became a key figure of Serbian
spiritual life.

At the Hague Tribunal for War Crimes, Slo-
bodan Milosevi¢ called him the greatest living
Serbian writer. Vojislav KoStunica had a high
opinion of him as well. And in a telegram for
the writer’s 80th birthday, Zoran Djindji¢ re-
ferred to him a Serbian Thomas Man. Cosi¢
was also a role model for the current presi-
dent Boris Tadi¢ in his youth, and as he con-
fessed, when important issues are at hand,
he is still willing to listen to the literary bard’s
advice.

The Kosovo issue was taboo in Tito’s time
and after 1968 it became the central base
idea of the opposition in Serbia, and two de-
cades later on it affected the disintegration
of Yugoslavia and determined the direction
as well as the content of the Serbian political
system.

It would be wrong however to fall into the
trap of many “Balkanologists” and claim that
full responsibility for the Kosovo conflict is on
Milosevi¢ — mostly because this conflict far
precedes him. The Serb-Albanian cold war has
been lasting for a hundred years. There are
some historians, not few of them, who believe
that Serbia lost Kosovo when her troops rec-
laimed the “cradle of Serbia” from the Turks in
1912. The Serbian political elite experienced

Pitanja se, dakle, umnozavaju. Ostaju li ma-
kar neka skrivena mala vrata za kompromis?
Pre objavljivanja misljenja haskog suda mno-
gi su se nadali nekakvoj dvosmislenoj odluci
koja bi otSkrinula vrata novim pregovorima,
a koji bi rezultirali istorijskim kompromisom
Srba i Albanaca.

I dok su u periodu iS¢ekivanja sudske od-
luke srpski politiCari dosledno odbijali ideju o
podeli Kosova, srpska Stampa je neprestano
pisala bas o toj opciji.

Ti Clanci su po pravilu podsecali da je
tu mogucnost joS 1992. godine predlozio
knjizevnik Dobrica Cosi¢, otac sprskog nacio-
nalnog pokreta. Cosi¢ je sa Titovim partizani-
ma ucestvovao u antifasistickoj borbi, pa je
potom postao omiljeni pisac partije, bio je Sef
agitpropa i, sve do 1968. godine, ¢lan Cen-
tralnog komiteta kad je — na svoju nesrecu
- na tom forumu izneo stradanja kosovskih
Srba. Centralni komitet se ogradio od njeg-
ovih opservacija, nakon Cega je dobrovoljno
napustio Savez komunista Jugoslavije.

Od tog trenutka, zapravo, Dobrica Cosi¢
je postao klju¢na figura srpskog duhovnog
Zivota.

Pred haskim tribunalom za ratne zloCine
Slobodan MiloSevi¢ ga je nazvao najvecéim
zivim srpskim piscem. I Vojislav Kostunica
je imao visoko miSljenje o njemu. A Zoran
bindi¢ ga je, u pozdravnom telegramu povo-
dom piscevog 80. rodendana, nazvao srpskim
Tomasom Manom. Cosi¢ je bio mladalacki
uzor i aktuelnom predsedniku Republike, Bo-
risu Tadi¢u i, po sopstvenom priznanju, kad
su vazne stvari u pitanju, i danas je spreman
da saslusa savete knjizevnog barda.

Pitanje Kosova je u Titovo vreme bilo tabu-
izovano, a posle 1968. godine ono je postalo
temeljna srediSnja ideja srpske opozicije, a
dve decenije kasnije uticalo je na raspad Ju-
goslavije i odredilo kako tokove, tako i sadrzaj
promene politiCkog sistema u Srbiji.

Ali bilo bi pogresno uSetati se u klopku brojih
»~balkanologa” i kosovski konflikt u celini sta-
viti na MiloSevicev racun, pre svega zbog toga
Sto je taj konflikt bitno ranijeg datuma. Srps-
ko-albanski hladni rat traje, naime, bezmalo
¢itavo jedno stolec¢e. Ne mali broj istoriCara
sklon je miSljenju da je Srbija izgubila Koso-
vo kad su njene trupe 1912. godine povrati-
le nekadasSnju ,kolevku srpstva” od Turaka.
Srpska politicka elita prezivela je tada multi-



a multi-cultural shock at this time since, due
to the Albanians, it discovered a completely
foreign world which was very different than
the one they had remembered. The stress of
this occurrence had shocked the Serbian elite
to such an extent that the Serbian Parliament
had voted in a law which stated that Kosovo

kulturalni Sok, naime, u Albancima je naiSla
na jedan potpuno strani svet, sasvim razliCit
od onog koji je ¢uvala u svom secanju. Ovaj
stres je do te mere uzdrmao srpsku elitu, da
je srpski parlament izglasao zakon po cijem
slovu kosovski Albanci nisu mogli da uzivaju
ona ustavna prava koja im ustav, inacCe, ge-

Albanians could not enjoy their constitutional
rights (which they were generally entitled to
under the Constitution) because those Albani-
ans had allegedly not reached an adequate ci-
vilization level. Hence, the relations between
the two nations have always been very tense,
while only the tension level varied - and not
even Tito’s magic wand could discipline it. In
Serbian society there is a deeply rooted idea
that Kosovo Albanians subject Kosovo Serbs
to genocide. While Tito was alive people did
not speak publicly about this idea, and after
his death the opposition - at first through
those who were a soft opposition and then
later on through those intellectuals who had
positioned themselves in cultural and educa-
tional institutions - had began to vocally de-
mand that “energetic measures” be taken.
In January of 1986, when MiloSevi¢ had not
yet taken full authority, 211 respected Ser-
bian politicians had submitted a petition to
both the Serbian and the Federal Parliament.
Among the signatories there were not only
intellectuals who had previously been labeled
as nationalists by the Party, but also nume-
rous academics, university professors — intel-
lectuals who played a significant role in the
80’s public life. Alongside them the signato-

neralno, garantuje, jer ti Albanci navodno jo$
nisu dosegli odgovarajudi nivo civilizovanosti.
Odnosi izmedu te dve nacije su, dakle, uvek
bili vrlo napeti, varirao je samo intezitet te
napetosti, koju ni Titov ¢arobni Stapic nije bio
u stanju da disciplinuje. U srpskom drustvu je
duboko ukorenjena ideja da kosovski Alban-
ci podvrgavaju tamosnje Srbe genocidu. Dok
je Tito bio Ziv, s tom tezom se nije izlazilo u
javnost, a posle njegove smrti opozicija je - u
ulozi ,,poluopozicije”, a kasnije kroz onaj sloj
intelektualaca koji se pozicionirao u kultur-
nim i obrazovnim institucijama sistema - sve
glasnije zahtevala preduzimanje ,energic¢nih
mera”. U januaru 1986. godine, dakle, u vreme
kad MiloSevic¢ jos nije prigrabio svu vlast, 211
uglednih srpskih intelektualaca uputilo je pe-
ticiju saveznom i srpskom parlamentu. Medu
potpisnicima nisu bili samo intelektualci koji
su od strane partije ve¢ ranije bili obelezeni
kao nacionalisti, nego i brojni akademici, uni-
verzitetski profesori - intelektualci koji su u
osamdesetim godinama igrali znac¢ajnu ulogu
u javnom zivotu. I uz njih potpisnici su bili i
demokrate od uverenja, zagovornici evrpskih
sistema vrednosti, medu njima i Dragoljub
Micunovi¢, prvi predsednik opozicione Demo-
kratske stranke koji je posle pada MiloSeviéa,

[5]



[6]

ries were democrats of conviction, advocates
of the European value system, like Dragoljub
Micunovié, first president of the opposition De-
mocratic Party, who after the fall of MiloSevic¢
had become President of the Parliament of
(reduced) Yugoslavia; or university professor
Zagorka Golubovi¢; sociologist NebojSa Po-
pov, the main editor of opposition magazine
Republika - all of whom were profoundly cri-
tical of MiloSevic¢’s politics. Of course, Vojislav
KoStunica — MiloSevic's successor to the state
presidency - also signed the petition which
was formulated by Dobrica Cosi¢ and which
spoke of Kosovo Serbs being victims of gen-
ocide. Serbia had capitulated in Kosovo wit-
hout officially signing a capitulation. If, howe-
ver, influential intellectuals of various political
orientations were unanimous in thinking that
genocide was committed against Serbs alrea-
dy in the 80’s, then it is clear that regarding
the Kosovo issue Milosevi¢ was more of a ca-
talyst — which does not lessen his responsibi-
lity any but places the dimensions of the Ko-
sovo issue today in a realistic framework.

Twenty years later on Serbian politics had
made official the ideas of Dobrica Cosi¢ and
numerous opposition intellectuals. Official
politics and the opposition interweaved. Cosi¢
had welcomed Slobodan MiloSevi¢, whom
he compared to Nikola Pasi¢ - the greatest
Serbian politician of the 20th century. The
famous writer became president of the Repu-
blic in 1992 due to the backing of MiloSevié’s
party, and so the Cosi¢-Pani¢ government
was formed but soon it confronted MiloSevié’s
hawks since Milosevi¢ was the embodiment
of anti-democratic nationalism while Cosi¢
considered himself a supporter of democratic
nationalism.

Consequently the Parliament had a vote of
“no confidence” in Cosi¢ and from then on
the famous writer went on frequent oppositi-
on meetings. Since he was ahead of his time
in 1986 in regards to the Kosovo issue, and
brought into public consciousness a nationa-
listic perception of Kosovo, so again in 1993
in conflict with MiloSevi¢ and in opposition to
the ruling political elite, he realized that with
MiloSevi¢ Serbian nationalism was headed for
disaster.

After the conflict with MiloSevi¢ he became
an ever more vocal proponent of the divisi-
on of Kosovo, but Serbian politicians and the
Serbian public rigidly rejected this idea. On
the 21st of January 1992 Cosi¢ told the US
ambassador, Zimmermann, in detail that his
stance is that Kosovo should be divided and
that Serbs would be satisfied with a third of

postao predsednik parlamenta redukovane
Jugoslavije, ili univerzitetska profesorka Za-
gorka Golubovié¢, pa sociolog Nebojsa Popov,
glavni urednik opozicione Republike - svi od
reda radikalni kriticari milosevicéevske politi-
ke. Naravno, i Vojislav Kostunica, MiloSevic¢ev
naslednik na poziciji predsednika zemlje,
takode je potpisao peticiju ciji je tekst for-
mulisao Dobrica Cosi¢, a koji govori o tome
da su kosovski Srbi Zrtve genocida. Srbija je
na Kosovu kapitulirala, bez da je zavnicno i
potpisala kapitulaciju. Ako su pak uticajni in-
telektualci razlic¢itih politickih orijentacija bili
jedinstveni u misljenju da je nad Srbima vec u
osamdesetim godinama vr3en genocid, onda
je jasno da je MiloSevi¢ u kosovskom pitanju
imao ponajviSe ulogu katalizatora, $to ni malo
ne umanjuje, dakako, njegovu odgovornost,
ali postavlja danasnje dimenzije kosovskog
pitanja u realne okvire.

Dvadeset godina kasnije srpska politika je i
ozvanicila ideje Dobrice Cosica i brojnog tabo-
ra opozicionih intelektualaca. Doslo je do pre-
plitanja opozicije i zvani¢ne politike. Cosi¢ je
pozdravio Slobodana MiloSevic¢a kojeg je upo-
redio s Nikolom Pasi¢cem, najveé¢im srpskim
politicarem 20. veka. Cuveni pisac je 1992.
godine, zahvaljujué¢i podrsci MiloSeviceve
partije, postao predsednik Republike, tako
je i uspostavljena vlada Cosi¢-Pani¢ koja se,
medutim, uskoro suocila sa MiloSevic¢evim
jastrebima, s obzirom na to da je MiloSevic¢
bio otelotvorenje antidemokratskog naciona-
lizma, dok se Cosi¢ deklarisao kao pristalica
demokratskog nacionalizma.

Sledstveno tome parlament je 1993. godine
uskratio poverenje Cosi¢u i znameniti pisac je
od tada sve c¢esce uCestvovao na opozicionim
skupovima. Kao Sto je 1968. godine i po pi-
tanju Kosova bio daleko ispred svog vremena,
unevsi u javnu svest nacionalisticku percepci-
ju Kosova, tako je i u konfliktu s MiloSevicem
1993. godine, nasuprot vladajucoj politickoj
eliti, na vreme shvatio da s MiloSevi¢em srps-
ki nacionalizam srlja u propast.

Nakon sukoba s MiloSeviéem, sve cCeSce je
iznosio mogucnost podele Kosova, ali srpski
politi¢ari, pa i srpska javnost, kruto su odbija-
li ovu misao. Cosi¢ je 21. januara 1992. gdine
americkom ambasadoru Cimermanu potanko
izloZio svoj stav da Kosovo treba podeliti i da
bi se Srbi zadovoljili s tre¢inom njegove teri-
torije. Na taj nacin je hteo da okonca hladni
rat izmedu dve nacije. Prema onome Sto je



its territory. In this way he wanted to end
the cold war between the two nations. Ac-
cording to his diary entry, he suggested the
same thing a year before (in 1991) to Boris-
lav Jovi¢, the President of the Presidency of
Yugoslavia, who in turn sent him to MiloSevi¢
and he rejected his idea outright.

After the NATO bombing of 1999 and the
Kumanovo Accord, Kosovo had been put un-
der protectorate of the United Nations and
Serbia had, supposedly for only a while, lost
sovereignty over that territory. At the end of
2000 Milosevi¢ fell from power — according to
some opinions he was betrayed by his own
people, the secret police and army, while ac-
cording to others he was toppled by the ange-
red populace. Politicians then had hoped that
with MiloSevi¢ gone and with a democratically
elected government Serbia would regain the
sympathies of the world and - sovereignty
over Kosovo. But, considering how the Koso-
vo conflict predates MiloSevi¢’s politics, this
hope quickly faded. In 2002 Zoran Djindji¢
concluded that it is time to make an ener-
getic move. From Cosi¢’s diary we know that
Prime Minister Djindji¢ asked him to meet
on December 14th 2002 and discuss Koso-

zapisao u svoj dnevnik, godinu dana rani-
je, dakle, jos 1991. godie, isto je predlozio i
Borislavu Jovi¢u, predsedniku Predsednistva
tadasnje Jugoslavije, koji ga je, medutim,
uputio kod MiloSevi¢a, a ovaj je glatko odbio
njegovu ideju.

Kumanovskim sporazumom, nakon NATO
bombardovanja 1999. godine, Kosovo je
stavljeno pod protektorat Ujedinjenih naci-
ja, Srbija je, navodno privremeno, izgubi-
la suverenitet nad tom teritorijom. Krajem
2000. godine MiloSevi¢ je pao, prema nekim
svedocenjima izdali su ga vlastiti ljudi, tajna
policija i vojska, prema drugim misljenjima,
zbrisao ga je gnev naroda. Politi¢ari su se po-
nadali da ¢e Srbija, bez MiloSeviéa, a sa de-
mokratski izabranom vladom, povratiti simap-
tiju sveta i - suverenitet nad Kosovom. Ali, s
obzirom na to da je kosovski konflikt ranijeg
datuma od MiloSeviceve politike, ova nada se
ubrzo rasprsila. Zoran Dindi¢ je 2002. godine
procenio da je vreme da povuce energic¢nije
poteze. Iz Cosi¢evog dnevnika se vidi da je
predsednik vlade 14. decembra 2002. godi-
ne pozvao pisca da porazgovaraju o Kosovu.
Do prvog susreta doSlo je u premijerovom

PYENIA IE Y3 HAC 4

ATIKY REBAINA
AR

vo. The first meeting took place in the Prime
Minister’s apartment since, as he claimed,
Cosi¢’s apartment was bugged. According
to the diary entries, Cosi¢ was pleased that
Djindji¢ showed greater interest for the Ser-
bian national question. That this was not just
the writer’s subjective impressions we can
see from the letters Djindji¢ sent him in which
he says that both of them have similar views.

privatnom stanu, jer kako je rekao, Cosicev
stan je bio ozvucen. Prema tim dnevnickim
zapisima Cosi¢ je bio zadovoljan §to je Pindi¢
pokazao vecu zainteresovanost prema srps-
kom nacionalnom pitanju. A da nije re¢ samo
o pis¢evim subjektivnim utiscima, pokazuju i
priloZena pisma Zorana Dindica, u kojima pre-
mijer priznaje da se obojica nalaze na sli¢nim
stanovistima. Obecava, nadalje, da ¢e biti
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Furthermore, he promises to be even more
radical in his approach to the Kosovo ques-
tion and that he will thwart Vojvodina’s aspi-
rations for greater autonomy. Later, Djindji¢
sent to Cosi¢ copies of the letters he sent
to members of the United Nations Security
Council and leading European and US politi-
cians. In letters addressed to Blair and Putin,
among others, Djindji¢ implies the possibili-
ty of Kosovo’s division. Djindji¢ was, howe-
ver, murdered on March 12th 2003. Keeping
in mind the previous facts, in his diary Cosi¢
comments, deeply shaken, that Djindji¢ could
have been the politician who would have “sa-
ved Serbia from Kosovo”.

All of this had taken place a little over seven
years ago. At that time this compromise might
have been realistic. In the meantime Kosovo
has already declared its independence, which
has been accepted by many important and in-
fluential states. This declaration, according to
the opinion of the International Court of Ju-
stice in the Hague, is not in opposition to in-
ternational law. In the Security Council itself,
Russia’s and China’s veto had stopped recog-
nition of Kosovo’s independence, which could
represent a certain symbolic satisfaction for
Serbia but this too has its price: distancing
from the European Union, which means gre-
ater economic crises. At this time then both
Serbia and Kosovo are, as in a game of chess,
struggling in a “mate” position. The chan-
ces that Kosovo could be divided today are
smaller than they were seven years ago. In
Djindji¢’s time division seemed like a realis-
tic option, but today it is highly questionable.
Time is not working for Serbia. As of recently,
some independent international institutions
have cautiously been proposing the idea that
Kosovo territories with a Serbian majority be
given greater autonomy and guaranteed spe-
cial relations with Serbia. However, neither
Serbian nor Kosovo politicians have menti-
oned this. Maybe this could be the opening
for the two sides to meet and find a solution
through compromise.

(Translated from Serbian by
Nina Purdevié-Filipovic)

radikalniji u svom pristupu kosovskom pitan-
ju, i da ce skrsiti vojvodanska autonomaska
stremljenja. Pindi¢ je kasnije Cosi¢u poslao i
kopije onih pisama koje je uputio ¢lanicama
Saveta bezbednosti Ujedinjenih nacija, te
vodec¢im evropskim i americkim politicarima.
U pismima poslatim Bleru i Putinu, pored ost-
alog, Dindi¢ nagovestava i mogucnost podele
Kosova. Medutim, Zoran Dindi¢ je 12. marta
2003. godine ubijen. Imajudi u vidu gornje
¢injenice, Cosi¢ u svom dnevniku, duboko
potresen, primecuje da je Dindi¢ mogao da
bude taj politicar koji ,spasava Srbiju od Ko-
sova’.

Sve se ovo odigralo pre nesto viSe od se-
dam godina. Tada bi taj kompromis mozda i
mogao da bude realan. U meduvremenu je
Kosovo proglasilo svoju nezavisnost, koju su
prizanle mnoge znacajne i uticajne drzave. To
proglasenje, prema savetodavnom misljenju
Medunarodnog suda pravde u Hagu nije u su-
protnosti s medunarodnim pravom. U Savetu
bezbednosti Ujedinjenih nacija veto Rusije i
Kine onemogucava priznavanje nezavisnosti
Kosova, sto za Srbiju mozZe da predstavlja iz-
vesnu simboli¢nu satisfakciju, ali i to ima svo-
ju cenu: udaljavanje od Evropske unije, a to u
praksi znaci produbljivanje ekonomske krize.
Trenutno, dakle, i Srbija, i Kosovo, koprcaju
se u pat-poziciji. Sanse da se Kosovo podeli
danas su manje nego Sto su bile pre sedam
godina. U Dindi¢evo vreme podela je izgleda-
la kao realna opcija, danas je i to veliko pitan-
je. Vreme ne ide na ruku Srbiji. Odnedavno
nezavisne medunarodne institucije oprezno
lansiraju ideju da se kosovskim teritorijama
sa preteznim srpskim stanovnistvom obezbe-
di visok stepen autonomije i da im se garan-
tuju specijalni odnosi sa Srbijom, medutim, o
tome ne govore ni srpski, ni kosovski politicari.
Mozda ¢e to biti ona mala vrata na cijem ce se
pragu dve strane naci kompromisno resnje.

(Preveo sa madarskog
Arpad Vicko)



