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Serbia and Pre-independent Kosovo: A Look Back into 2008
The story about Kosovo being a part of Serbia is a completely insane, weak-minded and
paranoid piece of fiction.1
Miloš Vasić, journalist

A geographic area located in the southern part of Serbia, bordering with
Albania, Montenegro and Macedonia, Kosovo has been a center of conflict for
a long time. Recent events have put it into the spotlight, but we can go at least a
couple of decades back in time and see the roots of the current conflict. I shall
give only a brief summary.
After World War II, the Socialist Federative Republic of Yugoslavia was
ruled by a locksmith, Josip Broz Tito, who began establishing his power even
during the war. After the war’s end, his Communist Party got control over
Yugoslavia2. The country was split into 6 socialist states (Slovenia, Croatia,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Montenegro, Serbia and Macedonia). Yet the crucial
move was the establishing of the 1974 Constitution. By the Constitution, Tito
had split only Serbia into provinces, giving the provinces of Vojvodina and
Kosovo the same powers as that of a federal state. It made decision making in
Serbia very difficult, because two parts (Kosovo and Vojvodina) became as
influential as the whole, with powers on the federal level. With Slobodan
Milošević’s coming to power in the late eighties and the rise of nationalistic
thought, the powers that Kosovo had on a federal level were to be revoked.
This was not seen well by the Kosovo population, the majority of which is
Albanian, and so a group of Albanian miners went to strike and started
protesting against the losing of federal power. Milošević used the situation to
his advantage and with the help of the media represented himself as the
protector of Kosovo Serbs. He gave strong impetus to Serbian nationalism
while Albanian nationalism was growing in Kosovo already on its own. It was
not long before both sides started arming themselves. Milošević sent various
paramilitary formations to ethnically cleanse Kosovo from Albanians, while the
Albanian side formed the Kosovo Liberation Army (Ushtria Çlirimtare e Kosovës),
a terrorist group dedicated to, in turn, ethnically cleanse Kosovo from Serbs.
The conflict was gradually developing until it was finally noticed by the
international community, the most notable intervention of which was NATO’s
bombing of Serbia in 19993.
Kosovo has during the years become a mythical land for most of the
Serbs (see: Mythologization and the kingdom of Heaven). Indoctrinated by false
history that was introduced by nationalists, a great deal of Serbs now consider
Kosovo to be the ‘heart of Serbia’, even though over 90% of the Kosovo

population is Albanian4, not to mention that the province is located on the very
periphery of Serbia itself, not possessing any major resources whatsoever. Some
eight hundred years ago, the part of Serbia now known as Kosovo was the
center of the Raška Monarchy, the kingdom that later developed into Serbia,
slowly moving its borders to the north under Turkish rule. There are also a
number of monasteries and churches important to the religious part of the
citizens of Serbia (we need to have in mind that a vast majority of them are
Christian orthodox) located in present-day Kosovo, and that represent one
other reason why Serbs are not willing to cede Kosovo to the Albanians, who
are mostly Muslim.5
The special envoy of the Secretary-General of the United Nations for
the future status process for Kosovo and the former president of Finland,
Martii Ahtisaari, proposed a well-detailed plan for Kosovo’s gaining of
independence, but was strongly opposed by Belgrade. This is of small wonder
in lights of Ahtisaari’s placing the blame for everything that has happened
during the wars on the Balkans solely onto Serbs as a nation (see: Further
sources of distrust). Thierry de Montbrial, the director of the French Institute
for Foreign Relations, stresses the fine diplomatic approach that needs to take
place instead, with a positive overall tone:
If everybody invests some effort towards finding the solution, and if the final
plan is presented in a way that is acceptable for the Serbs, and if Serbia
should be given a great reward at the same time, I think that the
independence of Kosovo would be more or less accepted in Serbia.
Naturally, the big prize would be Serbia's joining the European Union. 6

From a completely different point of view, one of the recommendations
to the Council of Ministers of the European Union by the European Parliament
was that the ‘(…) integration of Serbia into the European Union and the final
status of Kosovo are separate questions, which should be dealt with separately’
and [the Parliament] warned that ‘every attempt to connect those two is
counterproductive’.7
The biggest opponent of the independence of Kosovo on the world
stage is Russia, which has good diplomatic relations with Serbia and its
nationalist core, holding the power of veto in the United Nations Security
Council. Dominic Moisi, Deputy Director of the French Institute for
International Relations and professor at the College of Europe in Natolin,
Warsaw, asks whether Russia is ‘going in the wrong direction’ concerning the
Kosovo issue, trying only to prove that it is still a force to be reckoned with:
Russia will make a veto in the United Nations Security Council about the
plan of Marti Ahtisaari, which proposes a controlled independence for the
Serbian province of Kosovo, announced the deputy of the Minister of
Foreign Affairs of Russia, Vladimir Titov. 8

Serbia officially counts Russia as an ally on this matter as Russia seems
to be ‘taking side’ with Serbia, at least from the point of view of Europe. How
much that actually helps the situation is highly debatable. Official Russia is
actually taking side not with Serbia, but with the Serb nationalist core, as the
insistence on Serbia not letting Kosovo go is only denying the country a
European future. As already mentioned, it had been members of the Radical
Party and of the New Serbia party that held pictures of Putin when obstructing
the promotion of Peščanik.
Numerous officials, groups, troikas and various delegates and
ambassadors from the countries of the European Union have been active in
trying to help the Kosovo problem during 2007, yet it seems that there is no
progress at all, as the Serbian government officially rejects any idea that even
remotely mentions a type of, smaller or greater, overseen or not, independence
for Kosovo. The only propositions by the Serbian government were not very
well defined ideas of semi-controlled independence ‘based on the Hong Kong
model’ or the ‘Åland Islands model’, but the idea was rejected. The only
political party in Serbia not lobbying for the keeping of Kosovo is the Liberaldemocratic Party, while the others only celebrate any unsuccessful attempt of
the international community to give Kosovo any type of independence.
The already mentioned intensive repeating of the collocation
‘sovereignty and territorial integrity’ whenever possible, from the side of Serb
politicians, in the case of Kosovo reaches new levels. The Serbian Ambassador
in the United States, Ivan Vujačić, has in the Wall Street Journal on one
occasion stated that Serbia wants ‘its sovereignty and territorial integrity respected’ on
the issue of Kosovo.9 The Serbian Minister of Foreign Affairs, Vuk Jeremić,
claims that if some states should officially support Kosovo’s independence,
‘Serbia would have no choice than to re-evaluate its relations with all who
would endanger our [Serbia’s] sovereignty and territorial integrity’.10 The President of
Serbia, together with the Prime Minister, has stated that Marti Ahtisaari’s
proposal for Kosovo’s independence is ‘unacceptable because it violates
territorial integrity and sovereignty of Serbia’.11 The Prime Minister’s advisor in 2005,
Aleksandar Simić, noted that the Prime Minister should insist on ‘the obligation
of the Security Council to respect territorial integrity and sovereignty of Serbia’, on
the same topic of Kosovo. In the article from the newspaper Danas, ‘Serbia
ready for new negotiations’, dated July 24th 2007, the proposition for a
resolution about ‘a fair solution of the question of Kosovo’ was printed, in
which ‘sovereignty and territorial integrity’ was mentioned three times in an
unchanged form. The listing can go on; this is but a short selection. As Jelena
Milić of the Forum for International Relations noticed, ‘[t]he right to
sovereignty have those states who respect human rights and the rule of law’.12
This situation essentially reminds on the pre-bombing circumstances in
Yugoslavia in 1999. The international community and NATO were threatening

Milošević by bombing if he should not comply. Nobody actually expected of
Milošević to have complete disregard for the lives of Yugoslavia’s citizens;
nobody expected him not to yield under the threat of bombing.13 Thus the
bombing began and still, Milošević was expected to realize that the country was
being devastated and to yield only after a couple of days. His complete
disregard to do anything on that matter was soon clear and the country
continued to suffer the bombing for almost three months. What is highly
similar with the present day Kosovo situation is the following. It seems that the
international community is trying to nudge Serb officials into accepting
Kosovo’s independence by actively pushing in that direction. All the innuendos
and the implicative moments of this persistence should serve as a prod in the
desired direction for the Serbian government. I do not think that the
government even realizes it is being ‘nudged’, or if it realizes, it does not care;
the complete affair is becoming, so to say, ridiculous. An article from France24,
dated October 14th 2007, describes the situation rather well:
Serb and Kosovo Albanian officials failed to break the deadlock over the
future of the breakaway Serb province on Sunday but agreed to meet again
in a week for new negotiations. Neither side budged from their original
positions ahead of a Dec. 10 cut-off point for the talks, after which the
Kosovo Albanians have threatened to declare independence anyway. ‘The
Serbian side once again presented their views of a substantial autonomy ...
Of course, the Kosovo side rejected entirely the Serbian position’, Kosovo
President Fatmir Sejdiu told a news conference after four hours of talks in
Brussels. Serbian Minister for Kosovo Metohija Slobodan Samardžić told
reporters: ‘We did not approximate our positions. We stay where we stand’.14

The officials ‘failed to break the deadlock’, as ‘neither side budged’. As
Ljubiša Rajić of the Belgrade Faculty of Philology noted, ‘[i]nstead of focusing
on important things, we are beating around the bush about whether Kosovo
should be like this or like that’.15 The Radical Party is the first one to openly and
with all force possible attack any option that is even close to a sort of
independence for Kosovo (see: Political parties in Serbia). Aleksandar Vučić, a
high-ranking member of the Radical Party explains his views:
The journalists, analysts and critics who earn their daily bread by praising the
European Union, NATO and the sundry Atlantic integrations started a
hysterical campaign against everybody who, shame on them, think Kosovo is
more important than the Atlantic and to whom Serbia, for Heavens sake, is
not Serbia without Leposavić, Gračanica and Peć. The insolence and
disregard of those who earn their bread by working for various Atlantic,
government and, un particular, non-government organizations is so great
that they no longer feel ashamed of making publicly known their belief that
the loss of a part of the territory is unavoidable, or that this does not really
matter any more as all of us will live long and rich lives in the to us all so
dear European Union and our armies, the Serbian and that of the Shiptars,16

will fight, side by side, heroically, under the fold of NATO, against the ragtag
criminals who, screw them, happen to have oil and gas on their territory, and
what good are they to them when we, Shiptars and Americans, do not have
them. This campaign of unbridled Atlantic breadwinners would have been
dangerous and sad had it not been, above everything, funny. Namely, should
any elementary school graduate perform a cursory analysis of Tadić's and,
say, Šutnovac's statements, on the manner of use our army, he would easily,
with no hesitation, arrive at the conclusion that we do not really need the
army save for their engagement in firefighting activities. After all, we do not
even need the state. All this will be supplied by the big European brother
watching over us attentively, taking a bit of our territory away, killing some
of our children, but at the end, he embraces us and tells us, unequivocally,
that he loves us deeply and cannot live without us. Of course, we must not
even think that, while killing our children and taking away pieces of our
territory, they had something bad for us in their minds. Heaven forbid! All
this is all for our good, for the good of our Atlantic and other integrations.17

Going back to the problem of ambivalence, we may notice a rather
similar situation here. The Serbian government claims often that joining the
European Union is one of its prime directives; even the official website of the
Government states the same. All the government officials claim regularly that
joining the Union is their desired course of action, yet nothing tangible is being
done. There is no impulse from the Serbian side of the negotiations, as the
Serbian government is simply only rejecting ideas coming from European
officials. Similar to the general opinion of the public in which it is clear that the
majority nowadays really wishes to join, there is no will to cooperate or to
actually change anything in order for that goal to be achieved. The Prime
Minister, Koštunica, on the eve of the hundredth day of the forming of the
2007 Government, stated:
We have prevented the Security Council of the United Nations to
acknowledge Kosovo as independent and we have managed to permanently,
not only for now, remove the danger that the Security Council should ever
reach a decision about ripping off a part of our territory. It is a success that
we achieved together with the Russian Federation, as we have together
succeeded in starting a new negotiation process which Marti Ahtisaari is no
longer a part of.18

Koštunica then continued, mentioning – as one might have guessed –
territorial integrity and sovereignty of the Republic of Serbia, and that the most
important achievement of the new Government is that they have not let
Kosovo go. Thus, the ‘most important’ is not raising the quality of life or
improving the educational system – it is keeping a minor province where almost
no Serbs dwell a part of Serbia.
While the Serbian government is strictly opposing any ideas about
Kosovo other than simply not acting at all, Timothy Garton Ash, the Oxford
historian, stated a lucid fact, one that everybody tends to forget even though it

might be the single most important one, one that I would like to emphasize as
much as possible:
For Kosovo, the objective is not the establishment of a nation, not even of a
state, but the establishing of an EU member state. The same goes for Serbia. This
means that the European leaders must have a vision and courage to say that
they are for further enlargement as this is the only thing that will ensure a
peaceful and stable Balkan region and, with this, make the whole of Europe
stable and free.19

Nicholas Sarcozy, the president of France, has stated a similar idea,
invoking responsibility from all sides (including Europeans), addressing Serbs,
Kosovars, Russians and Americans, emphasizing that the countries of the
Balkans have a European future ahead of them:
(…) who should understand that this difficult issue is first of all to be solved
by Europe, (…) [and Europeans] have to be united because it is the
countries of the EU those who have take care of the basic obligations, and
according to that, the costs as well, because the future of the Balkan region
in the long run is in the EU.20

The obstinate conduct of the Serbian government in its relation to the
Kosovo issue goes so deep that the very Constitution of the Republic of Serbia
has been tailored so that Kosovo is protected on all levels, which is my next
topic. Yet, in order to fully explain the problem of Kosovo, one has to
understand the extreme mythologization that has taken place in order to make
Kosovo as ‘important’ as it is.
Another fact that may need further emphasis is realizing that reaching
an ‘agreement’ on the Kosovo issue is most probably impossible. This, yet,
depends on how one defines ‘agreement’. It is often said, in layman circles, that
an agreement between two opposing sides is the solution which none of the
sides is satisfied with, and I am afraid that may well be the case of Kosovo. The
Serbian government is too obstinate to allow Kosovo independence, while the
Kosovo Albanians do not wish for anything but independence. Some solution
will surely be found, that is, Kosovo will either gain independence, controlled
semi-independence or none at all; none of the sides will be satisfied, no matter
what the result. One should not confuse a solution with an agreement. As the
Slovenian historian Božo Repe, specializing in the history of the countries of
former Yugoslavia, states, ‘Kosovo is an unsolvable problem’.21

The constitution and the ideological power of Kosovo
I would like to point out the amount of the damage such a constitution might cause to Serbia
in the European Union22.
Aleksandar Molnar, professor of sociology of law
at the Belgrade Faculty of Philosophy

The newest Constitution of the Republic of Serbia introduces even
more problems to the integration process. Vladimir Todorić, an expert on the
law of the European Union, explains that ‘the Constitution, as an incoherent
ideological muddle, based on political give and take, reflects [Serbia’s] relations
with the European union’.23 The Constitution was made under the direct
influence of the Kosovo problem and reflects the current nationalistic attitude
of the government. The very preamble of the Constitution states that Kosovo is
a part of Serbia, sending a clear message to the European community that is
posed on giving Kosovo independence:
Considering the state tradition of the Serbian people and equality of all
citizens and ethnic communities in Serbia, Considering also that the Province
of Kosovo and Metohija is an integral part of the territory of Serbia, that it has
the status of a substantial autonomy within the sovereign state of Serbia and
that from such status of the Province of Kosovo and Metohija follow
constitutional obligations of all state bodies to uphold and protect the state
interests of Serbia in Kosovo and Metohija in all internal and foreign political
relations, the citizens of Serbia adopt the CONSTITUTION OF THE
REPUBLIC OF SERBIA.24

Petar Luković, one of Serbia’s most prominent liberal journalists, vents
his steam by asking why the very preamble of the Constitution states
(…) in 56 places, that Kosovo is a part of Serbia? What’s the point of that
addition – including Kosovo and Metohija? What if some snafu were to
happen in Sandžak, or what if the people of Pirot started protesting, if they
started burning tires in the tire factory – what is the president going to swear
upon the next time? Will he say – including Pirot and the tire factory? Where
is the whole in that, a part can’t be bigger that the whole.25

The situation nowadays reminds easily of the times of the 1974
Constitution, when Kosovo gained powers on the federal level, making a part as
powerful as the whole. Nowadays, Kosovo has got the same power, so to say,

but on an ideological level. Vera Marković from the Socio-democratic Union
expresses her worries about the influence such a constitution might exert on
Serbia itself, saying that ‘[t]his Constitution makes it impossible for us to join
the European Union, because it says that international agreements are
recognized only if they are not in collision with our Constitution’.26
The Constitution, as such, gives the Serbian government full discretion
to act however it chooses, should Kosovo become ‘threatened’. In practical
terms, this gives the Serbian government official permission and obligation to
use force should anything happen on Kosovo to help its separation. Vesna
Pešić states her worries: ‘I look at it very dramatically, as the consequences of
such a passing of the Constitution are unclear, and they can lead us to new
wars’.27 The government considers the ‘loss of Kosovo’ as ‘trading with
provinces’, as Božidar Đelić, the Vice-president of the Government of Serbia,
said:
‘Serbia does not trade with Kosovo and Metohija and will never accept the
independence of its province’ said yesterday in Moscow the Vice-President
of the Government of Serbia, Božidar Đelić. At the press conference
following the meeting with the key people in the Russian Administration
charged with cooperation with Serbia – Sergei Shoigu and Georgi
Poltavchenko – he pointed out that Serbia appreciates very much the
principled policy of Russia and the insistence on a compromise solution for
Kosovo and Metohija in accordance with the international law. ‘Thanks to,
primarily, the stand of the Russian Federation, we have real negotiations’
said Đelić and added that the compromise between Belgrade and Priština
was the only possible and desirable solution and it inaugurates a period of
peace not only in the Balkans but also in the whole of Europe. The greatest
risk, however, is the possible application of double standards by some
countries, warned Đelić. ‘It is necessary to stimulate both parties and it is not
advisable to determine the outcome in advance and promise one of the
parties that it will, no matter what happens at the negotiations, achieve its
goals’ said the Vice-President of the Government of Serbia.28

The Prime Minister Koštunica claimed that, if any state should
acknowledge a separate Kosovo after a possible ‘group of separatists’ decided
to proclaim Kosovo autonomous, it would be considered as ‘damage’, and that
damage has to be ‘paid back’:
If someone makes damage, considering the circumstances, you have to
respond by inflicting the same amount of damage. Thus, you are protecting
your own integrity and something that is the dignity of the state and its every
citizen.29

It is precisely that kind of political instability and infantile ‘if you punch
me I will punch you’ reasoning that the European Union cannot allow itself
(see: A comparison). A good representation of the Kosovo situation is given in

the paradoxical headline of an article from the Danas newspaper – ‘We are not
letting Kosovo go, but it will be independent’.30
The British paper Guardian explained how, by proclaiming Kosovo as
an instance around which main national instances lie, in ‘such a scary manner so
well known from the time of Milošević,’ Serbia literally ‘stuck a finger into the
eye of the world’.31
In November 2007, a group by the name of Active Center (Aktivni
centar) started a campaign in Serbia by the name of ‘Solidarity and responsibility
– Kosovo is Serbia’ (Solidarnost i odgovornost – Kosovo je Srbija). The vice president
of this group, Petar Petković, explained how
Kosovo and Metohia represent a territory that is the embodiment of our
identity: spiritual, cultural, religious and national. The question of Kosmet is
a national question that considers all of us and our futures, because the
society that is not interested in its state will not be able to face other
problems that pressure us.32

At this point, one should be reminded of the fact that almost no Serbs
live in Kosovo (less than 10% of the population), as well as that it is a minor
province, located on the southernmost part of the country. The problem with
this particular group (though it is not militant in nature, but civil), is that it
gatheres a huge number of well-known celebrities to support the cause that
carries Serbia further away from the Union.
What needs further emphasis is the fact that as the time goes by, it
seems that the European Union is slowly lowering its criteria as regards Serbia’s
integration. The delivering of the Hague inductees and the solving of the
Kosovo problem have been made the most important issues if Serbia was to
joing the Union. Nowadays, both of those criteria are being reevaluated, even
though Karla del Ponte stays adamant in her insistence for the delivering of the
Hague inductees. The question remains – are those criteria going to stay or not.
Lotte Leicht, the EU advocate of the Human Rights Watch, stated:
‘Commissioner Rehn is rewarding Serbia even as it harbors a general accused
of genocide’, said Lotte Leicht, EU advocate at Human Rights Watch. ‘This
sends the message that the EU is prepared to let those who commit horrific
crimes wait out justice and ignores the victims of horrific atrocities
committed in the heart of Europe’. (…) ‘The EU should not offer the
prospect of membership to a state that is violating the Genocide
Convention’, said Leicht. ‘EU member states should not sign the
stabilization agreement until Mladić is where he belongs: in The Hague
answering for his crimes’.33

Kosovo’s independence. The ‘heart’ of Serbia and the 2008 elections.
On February 17, 2008, Kosovo proclaimed independence, throwing
Serbia into a state of utter chaos.
A new state emerged from the long and bloody unraveling of Yugoslavia
when the Serbian province of Kosovo declared independence on Sunday. Its
ethnic Albanian leaders promised to embrace Kosovo's embittered Serb
minority and forge a multiethnic, democratic nation. ‘From today onwards,
Kosovo is proud, independent and free’, Prime Minister Hashim Thaci said
in an address to parliament. The move was immediately condemned by
Serbia and its ally Russia. But the United States is expected to quickly
recognize the new state, as is most of the European Union, in return for an
agreement by Kosovo's leaders to submit to European Union supervision.
Serbian Prime Minister Vojislav Kostunica said his country, which regards
Kosovo as the cradle of its civilization and home to some of its most
treasured Orthodox churches and monasteries, would never recognize the
unilateral declaration. ‘For as long as the Serbian nation exists, Kosovo will
remain Serbia’, Kostunica said in a nationally televised address from
Belgrade, Serbia's capital. ‘We do not recognize the forced creation of a state
within our territory’.34

The quote above explains the situation in which Serbia found itself
quite well. Happy countenances of thousands and thousands of people from
Kosovo could be seen on almost every major television throughout the world.
Those countenances, however, were completely ignored by the official Serbia,
as the nationalist started to represent Kosovo as the ‘heart of Serbia’, and those
European countries that have recognized Kosovo’s independence started to be
represented as embodiments of utter evil, as they ‘did not respect Serbia’s
sovereignty and territorial integrity’ (again). A strong campaign by the name
‘Kosovo is Serbia’ was thus started, that led the country into political turmoil.
Russia did not make its promised veto.
Organized mostly by the members of the Serbian Democratic Party and
the Serbian Radical Party, a huge meeting was held in front of the Parliament in
Belgrade, after which violence and vandalism occurred. Rioters went on a
violence spree throughout the city, demolishing windows where they saw fit,
but concentrating primarily on the embassies of those countries that have
recognized Kosovo’s independence. While the Prime Minister Koštunica
judged the meeting as ‘fantastic’,35 while there was information that the police
was ordered not to interfere:
Politicians are responsible for the riots in Belgrade. The most responsible
person is the Prime Minister Vojislav Koštunica, who took the role of the
Minister of police as well, since Dragan Jočić is in the hospital. A safety plan
for the protest should have been made as it was possible to predict what was

going to happen. The consequences are obvious – Belgrade has been
demolished again, and the police showed up only after two hours (…).36

The independence made a huge gap between opposing political forces
in Serbia. The Serbian Democratic Party, led by Koštunica, formed a coalition
with New Serbia (a smaller party led by Velimir Ilić) and took an even more
nationalistic stance, reminding very much on Nikolić’s. The relations between
The Democratic Party of Serbia and the Democratic Party took a severe
downturn, as the Democratic Party (led by Tadić), continued insisting on
Serbia’s joining the Union, while Koštunica applied a new type of rhetorics.
Koštunica’s rhetorics, from that point on, consisted of a thesisswitching in which he tried to represent the European Union as an entity that
has collectively acknowledged Kosovo’s independence, even though it has not.
The Union even cannot accept (or not accept) a newly emerged country, as
such decisions can only be made by individual countries. Still, Koštunica’s
prime tactics continued to be the same.
Kosovo still remains a hot issue, used mostly by populist demagogues in
public speeches and for forming popular public policies.
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