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INTRODUCTION

Undoubtedly nationalism is one of the main factors to shape our life and the international
relations whether we like it or not. Although its important role in world politics, there is still
no common view to explain nationalism. According to primordialists perspective which is
shared by nationalists, nations are natural bodies and have been on the arena since the ancient
times. Hence the nationalism is a natural result of the picture. In other words, there were the
nations first , then the nationalism cme:rged.1 As opposite to primordialists, instrumentalists
see nations and nationalism as a by product or a product of the modern processes; capitalism,
industrialism, creation of central states, urbanisation, and secularisation. So, nationalism
creates the nations and it must be evaluated in the modern processes.” On the other hand
ethno-symbolists try to make a synthesis of the two views. For ethno-symbolists, the
development of the nations have to be evaluated in a large time span because the emergence of
the modern nations can not be explained by ignoring their ethnic past. The nations of modern
age were shaped under the shadow of old ethnic cultures. The myths, symbols, and traditions

which come from past, constitutes the basic part of current nationalist arguments.’

Whatever the discussions on the nationalism, it is clear that it has been playing important role
on the international arena since early 19" century, in other words, ‘age of the nation states’.
But what the interesting point is that it has different faces in different times. Nationalism
which created conditions for collapse of multi-ethnic empires and paved the way for
emergence of nation states, has been on agenda with ethnic dimension which threats nation
states. Ethnic nationalism is one of the most potential political movements in the world of
today; its force being experienced by all peoples in all parts of the world. It has been
occupying the international agenda especially after the collapse of Communism. One of the

main areas of ethnic clashes is the Balkans.

' Umut Ozkinmly, Milliyetgilik Kuramlari: Elestirel Bir Bakis, Sarmal Yayinevi, Istanbul, 1999, pp75-96.
2 Ibid. pp. 97-191
* Ibid. pp. 193-219



The Balkans are a complicated mixture of nationalities and historical myths, in which
everyone seems to question his neighbour’s identity.* After the collapse of Yugoslavia and
Communism, large ethnic clashes emerged in the Balkans and they are still going on. It would
be wrong to say that the clashes are the product of those dramatical changes. It can be said that
they are mostly revival of old problems which were buried first in 1913 and then in 1945.
Since they mostly have roots in the past and emerged with more complicated dimensions in
the present, they can not be solved in short time. It is important to point out that it is not
ancient times when we talk about past for the problems of Balkans. It is known that the
Peninsula experienced first ‘Pax-Romana’ and later ‘Pax-Ottomana’ until late 19® century.
The problems of Balkans mostly emerged in the late Ottoman era, especially with the arrival

of nationalism in the peninsula by the early 19™ century.

It should be underlined that Balkan nationalism has followed a different path from its West
European counterparts. While nationalism in Western Europe stemmed from the desire to
acquire "nation states" to satisfy the needs of industrialising society, it emerged in the region
of Balkan Peninsula as a result of diffusion of Western ideas and practises, and mainly
because of seeking independence from Ottoman Empire.’ Then there were the only way for
Balkan nationalists; creation of national identity. In other words, they followed arguments of
the two instrumentalists; Benedict Anderson and Ernest Gellner®. Historical narratives were
constructed to justify the irredentist activities of the Balkan nation-states by defining particular
historical spaces and outlining the national missions to be pursued. At this point, it should not
be forgotten that the Great Powers of the time helped the nationalists of peninsula due to their
interest on the Ottoman empire. Then the ideas of Great Serbia, Great Bulgaria, Megalo Idea,
Great Albania started to play their role in the Balkans. Between 1870 and 1913, it was clearly

experienced that their struggle for independence from Ottoman Empire transformed into a

4 Mariana Lenkova, ‘Violating Minorities’ Rights Threatens Stability’,

Sofia Independent, available on internet at; http://www.greekhelsinki. gr/english/articles/sofia-
independent-20-2-98.html

5 Ozcan Caliskan, ‘Nationalism in the Balkans’, One Europe Magazine 111/93 available on internet at;
http://www.gate.net/~mango/JHS 1.htm

¢ Benedict Anderson, Imagined Communities, Verso, London, 1991 and Ernest Gellner, Nations and Nationalism,
Blackwell, Oxford, 1983.



struggle among themselves. And the seeds of today’s problem were sowed in to the soil of

the Peninsula.

The events which took place during the 1990’s, have clearly showed that buried problems
were unearthed. The Albanians have been on the centre of one of those problems. During the
last decades, the events in Kosovo, Albania, and Macedonia proved that there is a large
Albanian question in the Balkans and it has an important force to effect the future of the
Peninsula. Albania, big brother of the Albanians, has been the area of the problems especially
due to its transition from communism to democracy and market economy. The uprisings of
1997 which started due to the collapse of pyramid investment schemes, was one of the result
of the transition and it created ground for destabilisation of the region. But the swift
intervention of international community wiped out its lots of important threats for both regions
and Europe. One year later, international community focused its attention on Kosovo where
Albanians have been in a intense struggle for independence since 1989. Albanians of Kosovo
almost have succeeded their aim, at least to get ride of Belgrade, after the harsh NATO air
strikes against Yugoslavia. There is another place, next to the borders of both Kosovo and
Albanian, where Albanian are on the centre of problem; Macedonia. Ethnic Albanians have
been struggling to have equal rights with the Macedonians since the declaration of the
independence of Macedonia in 1991. The last part of the picture lies in Montenegro. But the
Albanian minority in Montenegro is still far away from the performance of their brethren in
Kosovo, Macedonia and Albanian, at least for now. Hence they will not be detailed in this

work.

Another important point to state is that it is easy to deduce the idea of a ‘Great Albania’ by
looking at the map of events and the arguments of the radical Albanians of the three regions.
The idea emerged in 1870’s during which Albanians were under the threat of surrounding
expansionist nations; namely Serbia. Albanian intellectuals, most of them were diaspora,
wanted to unite the Albanians-at the time divided among the four vilayets of Kosova, Shkodra,
Monastir, and Janina- in a autonomous region within the frame work of the Ottoman Empire.’

But the borders which were drown after the Balkan Wars of 1912-1913 under the influence of

" History, available on internet at; http://albanian.com/main/history/origins.html



Great Powers, failed to fulfil the ideal of Albanian nationalists. Almost half of the Albanians
put outside of the borders of the newly created Albanian state. The ideal was put again on
agenda during the Second World War under the effect of the promises of Communism.
Albanian communist leaders imagined a unified ‘Communist Albania’ in a ‘Balkan
Federation’. But again it did not go beyond imagination due to the realities of the time. And
the ideal of Great Albania has been again on the agenda of Albanian nationalists since the

collapse of Communism and Yugoslavia by the early 1990’s.

It is clear that as all other ‘Great Ideals’ (read Milosevic’s Great Serbia), the ideal of the
Albanians creates deadly threats to the stability and future of the Balkans. It is also obvious
that current international order and its stability provider, the US, does not like any kind of
activities which have a potential to change the status quo in the Balkans, as in the case of
Kosovo crisis. But this does not mean that the Albanian question must be evaluated under the
shadow of the radical ideals of ‘Great Albania’. The roots of the question have to be searched
in order to have a clear look in the future of the Albanians and the Balkans. The Albanian
question can not be understood by ignoring Berlin Congress of 1878, Balkan Wars and its
consequences, harsh assimilation policy of Yugoslavian Kingdom (KSCS) and then
Communist Yugoslavia on the Albanians, Milosevic and its policies, new world order and its

effects on the ethnic societies.

In this work, I will evaluate large Albanian question and especially focus on the third centre of
it; Macedonia. The reason why I focus on Macedonia is its importance for both stability and
future of Balkans. It has been under the threat of surrounding states for more than hundred
years and occupied the agenda of international order as ‘Macedonian Question’ during that
time. The importance of Macedonia grew especially after its independence in 1991. It plays
the role of a classic buffer state between the competing interests of Bulgaria, Albania, Serbia,
Greece and even Turkey. What the other important face of Macedonia is its ethnic structure
which promotes the interest of her neighbours. Macedonia which is described by Robert D.

Kaplan as "mixed salad" (macedoine)8 contains Albanian, Turkish, Roma, Serbian, Torbesi

® Robert, D. Kaplan, Balkan Ghosts: A Journey through History,St. Martin's, New York, 1993, p. 57.



and Vlach minorities. Any dangerous destabilization of Macedonia may put great pressure on
Albania, Bulgaria, Serbia and Turkey to cross the Macedonian border to protect their
minorities. This means revival of old quarrels from the Balkan Wars and World War One in
other words, a Third Balkan war. It should not also be forgotten that ‘whenever war has

broken out in this century, either Bosnia or Macedonia has been its main theater.”

Due to this reality, the US has a close concern on the Skopje and the American effort in
keeping everyone's historic hands off it in today's conflict has served to stabilise the entire
region.'® The symbolic 550 American soldiers in UN observation force which was deployed to
Macedonia after its independence due to the Serbian threats, has clearly proved the US
concern on the Skopje. It was also the concern of the US which opened way for air strikes
against Yugoslavia, collapsed the famous doomsday scenarios. The doomsday scenarios
varied, usually starting with conflict in Kosovo, where the 90 percent ethnic Albanian majority
wants independence. The fear was that ethnic violence there would spill over into adjacent
territories with Albanian minorities, or into Albania itself, tempting Greece, Bulgaria and even
Turkey to revive old quarrels. Central to every disaster scenario was Macedonia.!' It might be
the reason why Macedonian President Kiro Gligorov called deployment of the US soldiers in
Macedonia when the clashes started in Kosovo'?. When the new role of the NATO which was
also shaped under the shadow of the US interest, added to the close concern of the US in the
region, some of the scenarios inevitably failed. But the new situation in Kosovo after the

NATO air strikes, created a new ground to new scenarios.

One of them is related to the Albanian question in Macedonia. The Albanian question of
Skopje is the main threat to the stability of Macedonia. Hence I will deeply focused on the
Albanian question of Macedonia. But it is impossible to isolate the Skopje base of the question
from Tirana and Prishtina. So I will evaluate Albania and Kosovo first, in order to give a clear

view to the picture by revealing the relations between the three bases of the question.

° Misha Glenny, "Is Macedonia Next?" New York Times, July 30, 1993, p. A27.

19 Georgie Anne Geyer , Macedonia is the classic buffer state of the Balkans., Universal Press Syndicate,
available on internet at, http://www.uexpress.com/ups/opinion/column/gg/text/1998/02/gg9802202369.html
' Rurk Schork, “Macedonia, the domino that did not fall’, Reuters, December 31, 1998



I start with a discussion on the origin of the Albanians, and history of Albanians which
extends to the Balkan Wars by revealing the changes in the way of life of Albanians due to the
foreign occupations; Rome, Slavs, and Ottomans. The 19" century is detailed due to the
emergence of Albanian nationalism as a response to both Ottoman reforms and neighbouring
nationalist movements. In the second part of the first chapter, Albania is studied from its
emergence in 1913 to current time by touching on its relations with neighbours and other
Albanian societies in the neighbouring countries. It is especially focused on the post-
communist era due to its effect on both Albanians and other Albanian societies in Kosovo and

Macedonia.

The second chapter contains past and present of the Albanian question in Kosovo. It starts
with by evaluating the Serbian and Albanian claims on past of Kosovo. It step by step
evaluates emergence of Albanian question in the region by explaining the Serbian assimilation
and colonisation policies on Albanians during the Yugoslavian Kingdom, later in Communist
Yugoslavia. It especially focuses on the late Yugoslav era due to the emergence of Milosevic
and his assimilation policies against the region. It is completed by opening the way for
independence after NATO air strikes against Yugoslavia in spring 1999 due to the ethnic
cleansing policy of Milosevic. Beside historical travel, the transformation in both perspectives
of Albanians of Kosovo, and Albanian question are detailed by stating the demands of the
Kosovar Albanians in the past and present, their internal relations (Ibrahim Rugova and UCK),

and their relations with Albania.

After explaining the two bases of the large Albanian question, the third chapter is focused on
the Albanian question in Macedonia. In the first part of this chapter, a short history of
Macedonia is evaluated in order to clear the way for searching the roots of Albanian question
in Macedonia. It is evaluated in the second part of the chapter. Both the living conditions of
Albanians, their status and rights in first Yugoslavian Kingdom then Socialist Republic of
Macedonia, and policies against the Albanians especially after the 1980’s, are evaluated in

this part in order to make easy to understand the Albanian question in FYROM.

2 Anadolu Ajansi, 14, 03, 1998



In the fourth chapter, the Albanian question in FYROM is evaluated with social, economical
and political dimensions until the early 1999. The events which were the cornerstones of the
question are studied in their chronological sequence in order to show the transformation in the
question. The future scenarios constituted the topic of fifth chapter. In this chapter, the internal
(the ruling coalition, President Gligorov and presidential elections, inter-ethnic relations and
birth rate of ethnic Albanians) and external (Albania and Kosovo) factors on the future of the
Albanian question are detailed. The position of US on the Albanian question of FYROM is

not evaluated under a headline but stated inside every factor where it is needed.

Before looking at the Albanian question, it would be useful to state that this work does not
support any kind of nationalist movement especially the one which has a potential danger for
stability of the Balkans. I only try to evaluate the Albanian question with its roots in the past,

its existence in the present and its projections in the future.



I- HISTORY OF ALBANIANS AND ALBANIA
A- Origin of Albanians
'Every story about the Balkans begins with the Illyrians."

It is difficult to pursue the origin of a nation in the Balkans which is a crossroads and
consisted of multi-ethnic communities. This generalisation is completely true when it
comes to the Albanians. The question of the origin of the Albanians is still a matter of
controversy among the ethnologists.' says Constantine A. Chekrezi in his book, ‘Albania
Past and Present’ which was printed 1919.2 But it seems that not much thing has changed
up to now. ‘The origin of Albanians have been the subject of a bewildering mass of
conflicting claims and theories’® says Noel Malcolm in his book ‘Kosovo: A short history’

which was printed in 1998.

Basically two main rival theories that have emerged identify the early Albanians as either
Illyrians or Thracians.* During the pre Roman and Roman times, Illyrians lived in the
western part of the Balkans. Heredotus used the term Illyria to indicate the populations
settled on a large area, from north of the Adriatic Sea to the borders of Epirus. From his all
descriptions Illyria is bounded in the west by the Adriatic, in the north reaching the Alps,
the Sava and the Danube, and in the east running down the Morava and Vardar which

divide it from Trace. The Thracian lived in the east of the Balkans. >

The language, spoken by Albanians, is an important factor which makes them different
from the other nationalities in the Balkans. It is entirely distinct from the tongues spoken

by the neighbouring nationalities.® It is clear that Albanian is indeed the only surviving

! Aleksandar Stipcevic, 'Every Story About the Balkans Begins With The Illyrians' The Truth On Kosovo,
Encyclopaedia Publishing House, Tirana, 1993. p.26

2 Constantin A. Chekrezi, Albania Past and Present, The Macmillan Co., New York, 1919, p-4

3 Noel Malcolm, Kosovo: A short history, Macmillan, London, 1998, p. 28

4 Ibid. p. 28

5 Skender Anamali, "The Illyrians and the Albanians', The Truth on Kosovo, Encyclopaedia Publishing
House, Tirana, 1993.p. 5

6 Chekrezi, Albania Past and Present, p.5



representative (apart from Greek) of an ancient Balkan language: It belongs to the Indo-
European family of languages, but exists in a sub-section of its own, with no immediate
relatives.” When the language is taken under consideration Albanians come close to the
Illyrians. According to the strongest argument Albanian can not have developed out of
Thracian. 8 If the both theories are taken under consideration a fairly clear geographical
limits emerges for the early home of the Albanians: The Illyrians lived in Albania and
most of Yugoslavia, Thracians in Bulgaria and part of Macedonia, and the boundary
between them ran approximately along the Morova valley and down the eastern side of

Kosovo.’

On the other hand, there is a reality that most of the historians come together on the view
that the Albanians are probably descendant of the ancient Illyrians who settled the western
portion of the Balkan peninsula around 1000 BC' But since Illyrians were the ancient
settlers of the region Albanians are not alone to make connection with them. Croats and

Boshnaks also claimed their connections with Illyrians. **

The Illyrians were described as patriarchal communities politically disunited quarrelled
with each other. The most striking political relation was blood feud among the Illyrians
which were herdsman and hunters in the northern mountainous region and farmers in the
southern fertile regions of Albania.'? They were consisted of some different size of tribes.
The most important Illyrian tribes were the Liburni, Dalmate, Ardie, Dardani, Albani,

Tanlantii, Labeati, Orestes, Molossi, Chaones and Thesproti.

Throughout the history Albanians were called in different names; ‘Albananses’ in Latin,
‘Albanoi’ in Byzantine Greek, ‘Arnavut’ in Turkish. But the Albanians call themselves as
Shqiptar, and Albania as Shqiperia, and Albanian as Shqip. It is a view that the name

‘Albanian’ was representing a political and religious base or structure instead of ethnic

" Malcolm, Kosovo..., p. 31

% Ibid. p. 33

? Ibid. p. 31

10 Ramazan Marmullaku, Albania and the Albanians, C.hurst, London, 1975, p.5

1 Osman Karatay, Kosovo Kanli Ova, Iz Yayancilik, Istanbul, 1998, p. 16

12 Nuray Bozbora, Osmanlt Yonetiminde Arnavutluk ve Arnavut Ulusgulugu'nun Geligimi, Boyut Kitaplari,
istaribul, 1997, p. 24



one. The name historically is used to define the Catholic-Arbanon region population

instead of all Illyrian populations which speaks Albanian.'?

But the origin of the name ‘Albanian’ is still a question because they first emerged with
this name in the historical records in 1043, when Albanian troops appear fighting alongside

Greeks in the army of a rebel Byzantine general.!t

The transition from Illyrian which
disappeared in the 6™ century BC to Albanian which emerged in 11" century AD explained

by means of foreign occupations.
Foreign Occupations

Illyrians had their the first contact with Rome in the second half of the 3™ century BC.
After a century the Roman Empire annexed the Illyria and made it one of its provinces.
Illyrian made war with the Greeks, Thracians, and Macedonians before obeying to Roman
rule. The Illyrian territories which had been affected by Hellen culture came under the
effect of classical Roman Culture which was based on slavery, and imperial rule between
1% century BC to 6 the century AD. However it is a common perspective that the Illyrian
tribes which lived on the northern mountainous region and inner regions saved its culture

from effects of the Roman culture. '°.

Christianity manifested itself in Illyria during Roman rule, about the middle of the 1%
century AD. Albanians did acquire their Christianity from a Latin-speaking teacher
because the Albanian language contains much Latin-derived vocabulary and their
proportions are high in the area of Christian belief.'® By the time the Roman Empire began
to decline, the Illyrians had gained great influence in the Roman military hierarchy. Indeed,
several of them went on from there to become emperors. From the mid-3" to the mid-4™
century AD the reins of the empire were almost continuously in the hands of emperors of
Illyrian origin: Gaius Decius, Claudius Gothicus, Aurelian, Probus, Diocletian, and

Constantine the Great. !’

B Ibid. p.28

14 Malcolm, Kosovo..., p.28

15 Bozbora, Osmanl: Yonetiminde..., p. 24. and Anamali, The Illyrians and the Albanians, p.9,
16 Malcolm, Kosovo..., p.36

17 Origins, available on internet at; :http://albanian.com/main/history/origins.html
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When the Roman Empire split in two at the end of the 4™ century the Southern Illyrians
became subject of the Eastern or Byzantine Empire. Some Illyrians rose to positions of
eminence in the Byzantine Empire. Three of the emperors who shaped the early history of
Byzantium (reigning from 491 to 565) were of Illyrian origin: Anastasius I, Justin I, and

Justinian I. '8

The most important turning point was the split of the Christian Church between Byzantine
and Rome in 1054. Southern Albania retained its tie to Constantinople while northern
Albania reverted to the jurisdiction of Rome. This split in the Albanian church marked the
first significant religious fragmentation of the country.'” There was already a social
division between north and south. The people living in the north were caller as Gegs and

in the south Tosks. Beside the dialect and way of life, the religion fuelled the division.

The migration of the barbarian tribes lead to another transformation in the Balkans. Huns,
Avars, Celts, Goths and other tribes swept through and ravaged the Byzantine provinces in
the Balkans, but stayed only a short time and then passed on. The Illyrian tribes south of
Sava and Danube rivers managed to remain in the areas where they had settled.?’ But the
Slav migration which continued between 6™ to 9™ centuries brought about political,
cultural and ethnic changes.”' They put an end to Byzantine authority over a large area
from the northern end of the Peloponnese in the south to the Sava and Danube rivers in the
north and they penetrated in to all parts of the Balkan peninsula. The Byzantine and Roman
cultural centres of greater part of the Balkans, including Albania, were destroyed in the

course of these invasions.

There is another common view on the Slavonic influence that although Slavs intermingled
with Illyrian farmer tribes, both the herdsman and hunter Illyrian tribes of mountainous
areas and southern Illyrian tribes which had affected by Hellen culture rejected to join with
Slavs. So those tribes which remained in the lowlands adjacent to the more powerful

Slavonic tribes began to fall under Slavonic influence. But the Illyrian mountain tribes

8 Tbid.
19 Ibid.
2 Marmullaku, Albania and the Albanians, p.7

2 Bozbora, Osmanl: Yonetiminde..., p- 24
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which had less contact with the Slavonic tribes maintained their order and social system.?

In 9" century southern Illyria was run and devastated by the Bulgarians. But between 9% to
12™ century the region including the north-western coastline city Durres came under
Byzantine rule. Early feudalism among the Albanians, with peculiar local feature, arose
under the influence of Byzantium, and later under the influence of the South Slavs and the

Normans from the West.??

Between the second half of the 13" century and the first half of 14" century the Charles I
of Naples formed the Kingdom of Arberie in the northern Albania and proclaimed himself
king of Albania. But after his enthronement by Albanian tribes there emerged a struggle
between Albanian and foreign feudal families. It continued under the rule of Serbian
monarch Stefan Dusan (1331-1355). On the eve of Ottoman conquest the picture of the
regions of Albanians was that, in the north Serbs, in the south Byzantine forces were

effective, and the Albanians are still away from a unity.
The Ottoman Rule on Albania

The Ottoman Empire expanded their territories from Anatolia to the Balkans in the
fourteenth century. The division of the Albanian-populated lands into small, quarrelling
fiefdoms ruled by independent feudal lords and tribal chiefs made them easy to fall under
the Ottoman Rule. In 1385 the Albanian ruler of Durres, Karl Thopia, appealed to the
Sultan for support against his rivals, the Balsha family. An Ottoman force quickly marched
into Albania along the Via Egnatia and routed the Balshas. The principal Albanian clans
soon obeyed Ottoman forces.”* The defeat of the Bulgarians at Marica in 1371 which
opened the way to overall Ottoman conquest of the Balkans® and the defeat of the Serb-
led army, including Albanian forces, at Kosovo in 1389 marked the collapse of Serbia,

Bulgaria and Albania, which then came under Ottoman rule.

In the conquered Balkan territories the Ottomans established a military and feudal system

which was the corner stone of the entire Empire. Province of Rumelia was created and

2 1bid. p.25; Marmullaku, Albania and the Albanians, p. 25 and Chekrezi, Albania past and present, p.21
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some Albanian lands was annexed in it. In 1431 two Sanjaks were created : Albania and
the Dibres. The Kastrioti and Balsha feudal tribes, who had acknowledged Turkish
sovereignty in return of autonomy as vassals, were not annexed to this administrative
units.?® The Ottomans founded their own system of military fiefs -or timars- on the old
feudal structure of the Albanian clans. It is a common view that the Ottoman timar system
overlapped with Albanian traditional life structure and attracted Albanian to move up in

the system.”’

Skender beg (1405-68) was one of them. After serving as a young man in the Ottoman
army he deserted it and returned to his native land where he led a successful revolt against
his Ottoman masters for some 25 years. After his death the Albanian resistance gradually
collapsed and enabled the Ottomans to take again the control of the region 1506. The
reason which lies on the base of the failure of Skender Beg's revolt were that the local
Albanian chiefs which participated in revolt had not the perspective of political unity

instead they have a solid stand about preservation of their local-traditional powers.?®

Whatever the reason of Skender Beg’s failure it is a common point that he is accepted as a
national hero and played a role in shaping the national consciousness of Albanians.”® After
the fall of Skender beg, Ottomans re-established their authority in Albania and carried out
a new administrative subdivision. Dividing the entire region in to Sanjaks and annexing
them into Rumelia, they established Spahi system of feudal landownership, which was

open to the feudal lords of Albania.*
Islamization of Albania

The process of Islamization of Albanians which started early 15" century and continued

until the end of 17" century was not a result of Ottoman state's Islamization policy. In

2 Marmullaku, Albania and the Albanians, p.11
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2 Ibid. p.102
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other words, Ottoman State did not follow a direct Islamization policy in the region.*!
Although some claims that Islamization is a forcefully carried out, forcible conversion to
Islam was extremely rare.’? It would be more rational to seek it in the economic, social and

political conditions of the Albanians.

It is a well known fact that first Muslim Albanians were the sons of Albanian feudal begs
who were educated in Sultan's Palace and sent to their father's land as timar holders. If the
solid tribal structure of Albanian society is taken under consideration it would not be so
astonishing the conversion of all the members of a tribe by following their chiefs. Hence it
can be said that tribal structure of Albanian society had an important role in Islamization of
Albanians.*® There were also economic benefits behind the adoption of Islam. For those
who chose to become Muslims, the immediate economic benefit was reduction in the
taxation: above all they were freed from the “cizye” and “hara¢” which were land and poll

taxes levied on non-Muslims.**

In the early seventeenth century many Albanian who adopted Islam, migrated elsewhere
within the Empire and found careers in the Ottoman military and government. Some
attained powerful positions in the Ottoman administration. Forty-two Albanian Grand
Viziers passed through the history of the Empire.35 Beside all, Serb threat in the north-
eastern region accelerated Islamization in that region.”® Becoming a part of state would
make easy to struggle against Serbs. But the most striking point is that Islamization of
Albanians was kept as conversion on action level rather than intellectual one as in the case

of Christianization in the past.’

On the other hand, the Islamization of Albanians did not take place on the same manner.
They adopted different sects of Islam in accordance with their way of life. While southern

Albanians (Tosks) generally adopted Bektashi sect of Islam which was widespread among

31 Bozbora, Osmanli Yonetiminde..., p. 65
32 Malcolm, Kosovo..., p. 95

33 Bozbora, Osmanli Yonetiminde..., p70
3 Malcolm, Kosovo..., p. 107

35 Ibid. p. 96.

36 Bozbora, Osmani Yénetiminde..., p.68
37 Ibid. p.68
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Janessaries and played a key role in the Albanian national renaissance *

, the northern
Albanians (Gegs) adopted Sunni Islam which was the official sect of Ottoman State.
Although it is not certain how and when Bektashi sect arrived in Albania, the systematic
penetration of the sect was carried out by Ali Pasha Tepelena. But conversion to the Sunni
sect is mostly related to the Ottoman Empire's special focus on north-eastern Albania,
especially Kosovo, and Albanian's decision to take place on their side against Slav threat in

that region.*
Pashaluk in Albania

From 17" century onward Ottoman Empire faced budget deficit due to wars and palace
expenditures. Sale of timar lands was one of the way to solve the budged deficit. During
this process the timar lands were mostly bought by timar holders and local Ablainan begs.
This led to the emergence of Pashaluk system in Albania. The strongest feudal lords began
to increase their economic and political power and to assert their independence from the
Porte. The Skoder and Janina were the two important Pashaluks in Albania. The former
was formed by the Bushati family of northern Albania. Ali Pasha Tepelena who created the
largest Pashaluk centred in Janina in the Ottoman Empire and wanted to become the
independent ruler of Albania and part of Greece. But he was killed in 1822 as a part of
Porte's centralisation policy. The Pashaluk system was completely wiped out when the

timar system was abolished in 1832.
Rise of Albanian Nationalism

Effects of French Revolution arrived at the Balkans at the beginning of 19™ century which
was described as “age of nation states” and ‘the longest century’ for Ottoman Empire. The
effect of Europe was first and much felt with policy power instead of ideological power in
the Balkan societies. The balances between Great Powers became more deterministic than
anything else.*’ It is a common view that, two main factors played role in emergence and
success of Balkan nationalism; the millet system which was based on either ethnic origin

nor language but religious affiliations, and supports of Great Powers.

38 Marmullaku, Albania and the Albanians, p.16
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The millet system kept alive the national consciousness which rooted to middle age of
minorities. Christians; Serbs, Montenegrins Greeks, Bulgars Romenians, were first to catch
national awakening due to effects of French Revolution and supports of Great Powers.
Tanzimat reforms issued by the Porte under the internal and external pressures with the
intentions to gather the communities which were almost to move apart, and the

centralisation policy accelerated the nationalist movements in the Empire.

The emergence of Albanian nationalism followed a different way. While the Christian
nationalist movements made use of the large political rights of both “Gulhane Hatt1
Humayun” of 1839 and “Islahat Fermani” of 1856, Albanians started to lose their
traditional rights with these reforms. There were peasant uprisings nearly every part of the
Ottoman Empire that was inhabited by Albanians from the 1840s to the 1870s due to the
reforms which had negative social and economic effects in Albania.*’ But Albanian
bourgeoisie which could have given the rebels a unified political programme was unable to
do so because it was economically weak at that time and was not prepared to let the
peasant revolts grow into a national liberation struggle. Meanwhile, in 1835 the Sublime
Porte divided the Albanian-populated lands into the vilayets of Janina and Rumelia and
dispatched officials from Istanbul to administer them. After 1865 the central authorities

divided the Albanian lands between the vilayets of Shkoder, Janina, Bitola, and Kosovo.

It was a reality that the armed resistance of Albanians who aimed to preserve their local
privileged rights had no political aim at the beginning. But toward the end of Tanzimat era
there emerged an Albanian intellectual groups who desired to collect the uprisings under
national ideals.** The rise of surrounding nationalist movements was also an important
provocative force for the Albanians. Since the Albanians was not religiously and
traditionally unified body, in the 1860s some programmes were initiated for renaissance
of Albanian people emphasised the teaching and use of Albanian language in order to
overcome the divisions.** The first ideologists of the Albanian Renaissance tried to direct
the fighting energies of the Albanian people on to a new course; schooling in the Albanian

language (N.Veqgilhadxhi), a national unity above regional and religious distinctions

! Marmullaku, Albania and the Albanians, p.21
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(ThMitko), and economic and social reforms (Z.Jubani).** The enlightened people, most of
whom were outsiders, members of intellectual circles in the various Albanian emigre
communities which were in Italy, Romania, Bulgaria, Egypt and Istanbul thought of a full
independence for an overall Albanian state.* Undoubtedly the competition between
Austria and Italy for Albanian- populated lands also made effects on Albanian national

movement.
League of Prizren and Emergence of Albanian Question:

The first real test of this infant nationalist movement came with Ottoman’s defeat by
Russia in the war of 1877-78. The war dealt a decisive blow to Ottoman power in the
Balkan peninsula, leaving the empire with only a weak hold on Macedonia and the
Albanian-populated lands. The fear that the lands Albanian inhabited would be partitioned
among Montenegro, Serbia, Bulgaria, and Greece fuelled nationalist feelings of Albanians.
The first post-war treaty, the Treaty of San Stefano signed on March 3, 1878, assigned
Albanian-populated lands to Serbia, Montenegro, and Bulgaria. Austria-Hungary and
Britain blocked the arrangement because it awarded Russia a predominant position in the
Balkans and thereby upset the European balance of power. A peace conference to settle the
dispute was held later in the year in Berlin. Meanwhile the Treaty of San Stefano caused a
strong reaction in Albania and there were local uprisings. It was in this situation the

League of Prizren emerged as guide to the Albanian movement for independence.

According to Pollo, the inter-action of three fundamental factors gave rise to the Albanian
League of Prizren of 1878-1881. They are the anti-Ottoman popular movements of the
Tanzimat period (1840-1870), the new ideology of the Albanian Renaissance, which had
begun to capture the minds and hearts of the more progressive Albanian intelligentsia, and
the Eastern Crisis of the seventies which put on the agenda again, but now with its special
force, the question of the future of the Albanian nation, the integrity of its territory and its

liberation.*®

4 Stefanaq Pollo, 'The Albanian League of Prizren and Its Struggle for National Unity and Liberation' The
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In the early 1878, as soon as the territorial proposals of the Treaty of San Stefano became
known Abdul Frasheri who was the eldest brother of intellectual Frasheri family and had
set up a secret Albanian committee in Janina in 1877 (the committee sent a memorandum
calling for the uniting of the Albanian provinces in a single vilayet, the employment of
Albanian officials there, the establishment of Albanian schools, and the limiting of military
service to within the territory of the vilayet) established another committee of Albanian
intellectuals and politicians in Istanbul, which called itself ‘Central Committee for the
Defence of the Rights of the Albanian Nation’. Its memorandum to the Great Powers
announced the aspirations of the Albanian nation and its demands for the recognition

integrity and unification of its territories in a single autonomous administrative units.

In May, the group called for a general meeting of representatives from all the Albanian-
populated lands. On 10 June 1878, the constituent assembly was held in Prizren, attended
by over 300 delegates, representing the Albanian middle class, who arrived from all areas
inhabited by Albanians, the majority from Kosovo and Dukagjin Plain and from Western
Macedonia. Only five of them were Christian and Adul Frasheri was one of only two
representative from southern Albania.*’ The first set of formal decision issued by this
meeting (on 18 June) did not mentioned anything on the way of Abdul Frasheri. Instead, it
announced the formation of a military-defensive organisation, the ‘League’, the aim of
which to stop occupation of foreign troops and the League’s loyalty to the Sultan. But it
did not function in the same direction due to the struggle between Muslim traditionalist
who were mostly from Kosovo, Dukagjin Plain and Western Macedonia and the League’s
intellectuals, autonomists and reformists. While the former wanted government to be in the
hands of the local inhabitants, and refused the cession of any land settled by Albanians,
latter sought complete autonomy.*”® Since the league aimed to resist any territorial changes
it served the interest of Sublime Porte. So the Ottoman authorities had been quite
sympathetic towards the League at first, and had placed no obstacle in the way of its

formation.

The Congress of Berlin, which had gathered to revise the Treaty of San Stefano in favour

of the Western Great Powers, denied the existence of the Albanian nation-Germany's Otto
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Von Bi smarck proclaimed that an Albanian nation did not exist- and the Albanian national
question, and decided to partition the parts of Albanian territory in favour of the
neighbouring states. The Congress of Berlin ceded Serbia the regions stretching from
Leskovac and Vranie to Nish. Montenegro was given the littoral regions of Tivar and

Ulcin, and the mountainous regions of Plava and Gucia.

The decisions of Berlin created large reaction among the Albanians. The League came to
realise that the very precarious territorial unity of their country would crumble together
with the weakened structure of the Ottoman empire itself unless some sort of autonomy
and political cohesion were achieved before it was too late.*” The assassination of Ottoman
official in Gjakova by Albanians in September ended all cooperation between the League
and the Ottoman government. >° Meanwhile Abdul Frasheri’s ideas of ‘a single vilayet,
Albanian -speaking officials, elected local councils of Muslim and Christians and an
elected assembly for the vilayet, and Albanian-language schools started to dominate in the
League. In October 1879, a meeting of the League in Prizren had agreed to accept the

autonomist programme of Abdul Frassheri.

The League had two main goals, one political and the other cultural. First, it strove
(unsuccessfully) to unify all Albanian territories- at the time divided among the four
vilayets, or provinces, of Kosovo, Shkodra, Monastir, and Janina- into one autonomous
state within the framework of the Ottoman Empire. Second, it spearheaded a movement to
develop Albanian language, literature, education, and culture.’! But the most striking point
which was mentioned by western observers®> was that most of the members, especially
from Kosovo, of the League remained faithful subject of the Sultan but no longer believed

that the Empire was competent to protect them.

The Albanians' successful resistance to the Treaty forced the Great Powers to alter the
border, returning Gusinje and Plav to the Ottoman Empire and granting Montenegro the
mostly Muslim Albanian-populated coastal town of Ulcinj. But the Albanians there refused

to surrender as well. Finally, the Great Powers blockaded Ulcinj by sea and pressured the

* Logoreci, The Albanians..., p. 41
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Ottoman authorities to bring the Albanians under control. The Great Powers decided in
1881 to cede Greece only Thessaly and the small Albanian-populated district of Arta.
After settling its border questions, the Porte turned to the problem of establishing peace
and order, but the Albanian movement had begun using its right of autonomy to agitate for
independence. In April 1881, Dervish Pasha's 20,000 men captured Prizren and later
crushed the resistance at Ulcinj. The Prizren League's leaders and their families were
arrested and deported. The leading conservative Albanians who refused the League were

assigned to upper positions and solidified their attachment to the Porte.

The League of Prizren had two important results: It aroused the national sentiments of
Albanian people. It was a powerful weapon, first organisation to lead a movement for the
autonomy and national independence of Albanians on any notable scale in political and
military action.>> Secondly, Albanian had succeeded to make their sound heard for the first

time in international diplomatic circles and to attract the attentions of foreign states.>*

The suppression of the League was harshly effective that although there would be various
uprisings in Kosovo during the next three decades, some of them with quite fierce fighting,
all would be localised revolts, not involving organised resistance throughout Kosovo, and
most were short-lived. During this period activities for autonomy and independence of
Albanians land were carried out by emigre communities.”> But there were still important
barriers before nationalist movement. Being divided in four vilayet, religious differences
and lacked standard literary form were the main obstacles. For the last one, a large number
of societies carried on lively political and cultural activities; some thirty newspapers and
journals were published, both in Albania and abroad. schools using the Albanian language
were opened in Albania, Kosovo and western Macedonia. Albanian intelligentsia adopted a

unified Albanian alphabet at the Congress of Manastir in 1909.

Meanwhile, Albanians were interested in Young Turk movement which aimed to end the
rule of Sultan Abdulhamid II and proposed restoring constitutional government in Istanbul.

Albanian nationalists who were mostly from Bektashi sect and opposed the Islamist policy
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of Abdulhamid II, were closely allied to Youg Turks.’® There were local Young Turk
committees in Prizren, Mitrovica and Ferizaj. The main strength of the Young Turks was
in the officer corps (especially in the Third Army Corps stationed in Macedonia), in which
Albanians were well represented.’’ The revolution of Young Turks took place in 1908 and
was assisted by the Albanians in return for promises that they would be relieved of taxes
and given constitutional rights. But when the Young Turks seized the power, they started
to put in practice their centralist program and decided to block any measure which causes
to decentralisation or autonomy. The Albanian societies and schools were soon closed
down and publication of newspapers and periodicals in the Albanian language was
forbidden. The policy of Young Turks was followed by Albanian armed uprisings first in
Kosovo and the northern mountains in early April 1910 and renewed in March 1911 and
spring 1912. Rebels demanded some rights including autonomy which remained only
rejected point by Istanbul in 1912. There were Austria-Hungary and Italy on the picture of
Albanian movements. Vienna supported the Albanian demand for autonomy because it
believed this might act as bulwark against the expansion of Slav influence in the Balkans.
Italy's policy in Albania was largely a response to Austria-Hungarian policy and designed

to check Habsburg influence there.”®
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B- Emergence of Albania

In the autumn of 1912 the Balkan states of Serbia, Greece, Bulgaria and Montenegro
formed an alliance against Istanbul. October of 1912 witnessed outburst of The First
Balkan War. Balkan allies defeated Turkish army and a truce was signed on 3 November
of 1912. During the war the armies of Serbia, Greece and Montenegro had penetrated deep
into Albanian territory, as part of their plan to divide up Albania among themselves.
Turkey's quick defeat in the Balkans prompted Albanian nationalists to go into action
under the leadership of Ismail Kemal. At a meeting of representatives from all parts of
country, held at Vlore on 28 November 1912, Ismail Kemal formally proclaimed Albania's
independence and set up a provisional government. Austria-Hungary and Italy gave
diplomatic support. The independence of Albania was confirmed by the Conference of
Ambassadors of five great powers held in London on 20 December 1912. By the time
Serbia and Montenegro had territorial claims to the north and north-east of Albania. Serbs
wanted the eastern border to run from Lake Oher along the Drini i Zi to Driti i Bardhe,
which would mean that the Dukagjin Plateau, Kosovo and western Macedonia would
remain outside of Albania. Montenegro wanted taking Shkodra with surrounding regions.
On the other side, on January 2, 1913, the Provisional Government of Vlora also presented
a memorandum to the London Conference. The main point was ethnic criterion in

territorial claims which contained four vilayets of Ottoman administration of the Vlore.

The Conference of Ambassadors held on 29 July 1913, decided to guarantee Albania's
independence as a sovereign principality and a select ruler. Two international commissions
was set up by Conference to draw the frontiers of Albania with Serbia and Montenegro,
and with Greece. Albania is shaped a country with borders that gave the new state about
28,000 square kilometres of territory and a population of 800,000. The borders of Albania
today, with the exception of a few minor correction, are the same as those fixed by the
international commission.”® Prince Wilhelm of Wied was proposed by Austria-Hungary as
a ruler of the new state. His appointment was the signal for new outbreak of hostilities
between different groups in Albania. Meanwhile, the treaty left the entire regions with

majority Albanian populations such as Kosovo, the Dukajin Plateau, and western
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Macedonia outside Albania. It is claimed to be nearly half of the Albanian populations.®

Finally it can be said that the formation of Albania in 1913 became turning point both in
the history of Albania and the Albanian question. The borders of the new state created a
new dimension for the Albanian question which has been occupying the agenda of

international relations up to now.

Albania and the Albanian Question Between the Two World Wars

After the independence, local power struggles, foreign provocation, miserable economic
conditions, and modest attempts at social and religious reform fuelled Albanian uprisings
which aimed at Prince Wilhelm. He arrived in Durres on 7 March 1914, but just seven
month later opposition forced him to leave the country. Italy which in particular feared that
his presence would create a stronger Austro-Hungarian influence in Albania plotted with
Esad Pasha to overthrow the new prince. Montenegro and Serbia plotted with the northern
tribesmen. For their part, the Great Powers gave little moral or material backing to Prince
Wilhelm who was weak in Albanian affairs, intrigue, or diplomacy. A general insurrection
in the summer of 1914 stripped the prince of control except in Durres and Vlore. Serbia,

Greece and Italy assisted these movements. Wilhelm left Albania on 3 November 1914.

The struggle over Albania flared up again during the First World War. The attitude taken
by warring powers towards the Albanian question was determined by the efforts of both
camps to win over Italy and Greece which did not join in the conflict immediately.®’ With
the permission of Entente powers in late 1914, Greece occupied southern Albania,
including Korce and Gjirokaster. Italy occupied Vlore, and Serbia and Montenegro
occupied parts of northern Albania until a Central Powers offensive scattered the Serbian
army, which was evacuated by the French to Thessaloniki. Austro-Hungarian and

Bulgarian forces then occupied about two-thirds of the country.

Meanwhile in April 1915 the Entente Powers signed a secret treaty (the London Treaty)
with Italy, which ‘rewarded' Italy for its entry into war against Germany and Austria-

Hungary by promising it a part of Albania while the remainder was kept as a reserve to be
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shared eventually between Serbia and Greece.®” In September 1918, the Austrian army was
forced to abandon Albania, and the Serbian army re-entered the north of country. When the
war ended on November 11, 1918, Italy's army had occupied most of Albania; Serbia held
much of the country's northern mountains; Greece occupied a sliver of land within
Albania's 1913 borders; and French forces occupied Korea and Shoddier as well as other
with sizeable Albanian populations, regions such as Kosovo, which were later handed over
to Serbia. Hence the fate of Albania was decided at the peace conference. At the Paris
Peace Conference, the extinction of Albania was averted largely through the efforts of U.S.
President Woodrow Wilson, who vetoed a plan by Britain, France, and Italy to partition

Albania among its neighbours.%*

While a diplomatic battle was going on in France, in January 1920, a national congress,
convened in the town of Lushnja, solemnly declared that the Albanian would not accept
any form of dependence on anyone and that they were resolute in their demand for an
independent and sovereign Albanian state.®* It was also decided to elect a four-man
regency council (one Muslim Bektash, one Muslim Sunnite, one Roman Catholic and one
Albanian Orthodox) to govern the country, pending its final liberation. The government
moved to Tirana, which was chosen as the capital and in April 1920 its troops liberated
Durres. Albania was admitted to the League of Nations on 17 December 1920. The
conference of ambassadors of the victorious states agreed on 9 November 1921 to
recognise Albanian independence, but this decision also recognised the 'special interests' of
Italy in preservation of Albanian independence. This pave the way for Italy's interference

to Albanian internal affairs between the two wars.

Relations between Albania and its neighbours between the Wars underwent a great
vicissitude, marked by attempts on the part of neighbouring states to acquire political
influence within Albania.®® At the start of the 1920s, Albanian society was divided by two
apparently irreconcilable forces. One, made up mainly of deeply conservative land-owning
beys and tribal bajraktars who were tied to the Ottoman and feudal past, was led by Ahmed
Bey Zogu, a chieftain from the Mat region of north-central Albania. The other, made up of
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liberal intellectuals, democratic politicians, and progressive merchants who looked to the
West and wanted to modernise and westernise Albania, was led by Fan S. Noli, an

American-educated bishop of the Orthodox church.

In the unusually open and free political, social, and cultural climate that prevailed in
Albania between 1920 and 1924, the liberal forces gathered strength, and, by mid-1924, a
popular revolt forced Zogu to flee to Yugoslavia. The democratic government under Fan
Noli was formed, and announced a number of social reforms, the most important being the
agrarian reform. In 1925 with the aid of Yugoslavia, Ahmet Zogu restored to power. The
return of Zogu meant the restoration of the power of landowners, and banning of political
parties. Zogu, however, quickly turned his back on Belgrade and looked to Mussolini's
Italy for patronage. With the Italian -Albanian pact of 27 November 1926, signed in

Tirana, Zogu put Albanian into complete subservience to Italy.

In 1928 Zogu secured the parliament's consent to its own dissolution. A new constituent
assembly amended the constitution, making Albania a kingdom and transforming Zogu
into Zogu I, “King of the Albanians.” While the world is rolling to a new war, Italy wanted
to renew the 1926 pact but Zogu refused. Mussolini's forces finally overthrew Zogu when
they occupied Albania in 1939. Thus, a new chapter opened in the history of Albanian
people, in which they began to a new struggle for national independence-this time from
fascism- and for a democratic society.“, On the eve of the Second World War, Albanian
was in semi-colonial dependency on Italy, and difficult economic, social and cultural
conditions with the political autocracy of King Zogu. On April 12, the Albanian parliament
voted to unite the country with Italy. Victor Emmanuel III took the Albanian crown, and
the Italians set up a fascist government under Shefget Verlaci and soon absorbed Albania's

military and diplomatic service into Italy's.

Short Unity of the Albanians

After Nazi Germany defeated Greece and Yugoslavia in 1941, the regions of Kosovo and
Ameria were joined to Albania, thus creating an ethnically united Albanian state. The new
state lasted until November 1944, when the Germans- who had replaced the Italian

occupation forces following Italy's surrender in 1943- withdrew from Albania. Thus
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Albanian nationalists ironically witnessed the realisation of their dreams of uniting most of

the Albanian-populated lands during the Axis occupation of their country.®’

Meanwhile, the various communist groups that had germinated in Zogu's Albania merged
in November 1941 to form the Albanian Communist Party and began to fight the occupiers
as a unified resistance force. In October 1941, the leader of Communist Party of the
Yugoslavia, Josip Broz Tito, dispatched agents to Albania to forge the country's disparate,
impotent communist factions into a monolithic party organisation. Within a month, they
had established a Yugoslav-dominated Albanian Communist Party of 130 members under
the leadership of Enver Hoxha and an eleven-man Central Committee. In September 1942,
under the control of Yugoslavia, the party organised a popular front organisation, the
National Liberation Movement (NLM), from a number of resistance groups, including

several that were strongly anticommunist.

On the other hand, a nationalist resistance to the Italian occupiers emerged in October
1942. Ali Klissura and Midhat Frasheri formed the Western-oriented and anti-Communist
Balli Kombetar (National Union), a movement that recruited supporters from both the
large landowners and peasantry. The Balli Kombetar opposed King Zogu's return and
called for the creation of a republic and the introduction of some economic and social

reforms. They wanted to preserve the borders of 1941, including Kosovo.

In August 1943, the Allies convinced the Communist and Balli Kombetar leaders to meet
in the village of Mukaj, near Tirana, and form a Committee for the Salvation of Albania
that would co-ordinate their guerrilla operations. The two groups eventually ended all
collaboration, however, over a disagreement on the post-war status of Kosovo. The
communists, under Yugoslav tutelage, supported returning the region to Yugoslavia after
the war, while the nationalist Balli Kombetar advocated keeping the province. The
delegates at Mukaj agreed that a plebiscite should be held in Kosovo to decide the matter;
but under Yugoslav pressure, the communists soon reneged on the accord. A month later,
the communists attacked Balli Kombetar forces, igniting a civil war that was fought for the

next year, mostly in southern Albania.

87 Albania, available on internet at; http:/lcweb2.loc.gov/cgibin/query/r?rd/cstdy: @field (DOCID+al0012)
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Italy's surrender in 1943, followed Germans occupation in Albania. Berlin subsequently
announced it would recognise the independence of a neutral Albania and organised an
Albanian government, police, and military. They sought to gain popular support by
backing causes popular with Albanians, especially the annexation of Kosovo. Some Balli
Kombetar units co-operated with the Germans against the Communists, and several Bali
Kombetar leaders held positions in the German-sponsored regime. In December 1943, a
third resistance organisation, an anti-Communist, anti-German royalist group known as
Legality, took shape in Albania's northern mountains. Legality, led by Abaz Kupi, largely
consisted of Geg guerrillas who withdrew their support for the NLM after the communists

renounced Albania's claims on Kosovo.

But the communist partisans were the strongest group and, gained control of southern
Albania in January 1944. Hence, when the Germans started to withdraw in November
1944, NLF took the control of the country. The NLF's strong links with Yugoslavia's
communists, who also enjoyed British military and diplomatic support, guaranteed that
Belgrade would play a key role in Albania's post-war order.®® Interestingly, the Allies
never recognised an Albanian government in exile or King Zogu, nor did they ever raise

the question of Albania or its borders at any of the major wartime conferences.®

Albania from Communism to Democracy

Enver Hoxha, a college instructor who had led the resistance struggle of communist forces,
became the leader of Albania by virtue of his post as secretary-general of the party.
Albania, which before the war had been under the personal dictatorship of King Zogu, now
fell under the collective dictatorship of the Albanian Communist Party. The country
became officially the People's Republic of Albania in 1946 and, in 1976, the People's
Socialist Republic of Albania. After five years of party infighting and extermination
campaigns against the country's anticommunist opposition, Enver Hoxha and Mehmet

Shehu emerged as the dominant figures in Albania.

68 Ibid.
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After Albania's break with Yugoslavia in late 1948, Albania was a client of the Soviet
Union. Following the Soviet Union's rapprochement with Tito after Stalin's death, Albania
turned away from Moscow and found a new benefactor in China. When China's isolation
ended in the 1970s, Albania turned away from its giant Asian patron and adopted a strict
policy of autarky that brought the country economic ruin. When Hoxha died on April 11,
1985, he left Albania a legacy of repression, technological backwardness, isolation, and
fear of the outside world. Alia succeeded to the presidency and became legal secretary of
the APL two days later. The APL's Ninth Party Congress in November 1986 featured Alia
as undisputed leader of the Party and the country. Alia was one of the few Gegs in the
inner circle of the Albanian leadership.”® Alia, sought to preserve the communist system
while introducing gradual reforms in order to revive the economy, which had been

declining steadily since the cessation of aid from former communist allies.

To this end he legalised some investment in Albania by foreign firms and expanded
diplomatic relations with the West. But with the fall of communism in eastern Europe in
1989 various segments of Albanian society became politically active and began to agitate
against the government. In response to these pressures, Alia granted Albanian citizens the
right to travel abroad, curtailed the powers of the Sigurimi, restored religious freedom, and
adopted some free-market measures for the economy. In December 1990 Alia endorsed the
creation of independent political parties, thus signalling an end to the communists' official
monopoly of power. Albania's progress toward democratic reform enabled it to gain
membership in the Conference on Security and Cooperation in Europe, formally bringing

to an end its hard isolation.

First Albanian opposition party of post-World War II era, the Democrat Party (DP), was
thus established on December 12 and officially recognised on December 17. Under the
leadership of Sali Berisha, a cardiologist, DP won 75 seat of 250 and became the major
opposition in the first multi- party parliamentary elections in March 31, 1991. APL got
169 seats due to its advantage as a ruling party which had the opportunity to reach to all the
voter. But a well organised DP took 62.1 percent of popular voters and won 90 of the 100

seats in March 1992. Berisha and the DP government embarked on a radical economic

7 Nicholas Pano, 'Process Of Democratisation In Albania’, Politics, Power, and the Struggle for Democracy

in south-east Europe, Cambridge University Press, Glasgow, 1997, p. 299
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reform in agriculture and industry, and both he and his program initially made a favourable
impression in the Western Europe and the United States. But the things happened in
Albanian as it had happened in the other countries which had been testing a transition from

socialism to a free market economy.

The economic reform did not solve the all disease of the communism. When Berisha
realised that he was loosing support, he hardened his rule and after a time he became a

democrat dictator.”!

He jailed the wife of Hoxha and Ramiz Alia. By increasing his
pressure, he arrested Fatos Nano, leader major opposition party , Socialist Party, and jailed
for 12 years in 1993. In a referendum in November 1994, Albanian population rejected by
a clear majority Berisha-inspired proposals for a new constitution that would have a further
strengthened the power of his presidency. The vote expressed the popular view not just on

one specific issue, but on a whole range of issues concerning governmental performance.’?

The 1996 Albanian parliamentary elections became both a triumph and a tragedy for
President Berisha and DP as well as for the transition to democracy in Albanian. Berisha
won 90 percents of the votes in the May 1996 parliamentary elections. But international
observes stated that the elections were not clear. Europe and the US wanted renewal of
elections. The protests regarding the parliamentary elections started to rise. Berisha stand
firm but the real explosion took place in January 1997, due to collapse of the pyramid
investment shemes to which some 65 to 75 percent of Albanian families had entrusted their
savings. With the encouragement and support of a broad spectrum of the opposition
parties, protests focused their ire on the President Berisha and the Meksi government. It is
a general claim that Serbia and Greece were indirectly part of the situation in Albania. The
uprising which started in the southern town of Vlore, led to collapse of central control of
the whole southern regions. Military garrisons and police patrols were raided and

plundered by rebels. Nearly one million rifles got by rebels. Whole prisons were emptied.

Meanwhile, Fatos Nano and Alia freed and became honorary leaders of the uprisings. The
most important point was that the ethnic and religious differences in Albanian society

became an important factor in uprisings. Berisha was a Geg of north and Nano was a Tosk

" Karatay, Kosovo Kanli Ova, p.148
2 Unfinished Peace. Report of the International Commission on the Balkans, Washington: Aspen Institute

Berlin, Carnegie Endowment for International Peace, 1996, p. 124
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of the south which was the centre of the uprisings. Berisha tried to armament his supporter
in the north as a balance. Army divided in itself and a small portion remained fiddle to
Tirana. The anarchy led to flee of the thousands people to abroad. International community
intervened the situation and send an Italian led security force to the country. Berisha who
was the aim of the rebels did not resigned instead shuffled the government of Aleksander
Meksi and made an coalition government under the leadership of Baskim Fino, a southern

socialist. The elections under the control of OSCE led to the victory of the Socialists.

Fatos Nano who is accused to act as Greece representative in Tirana, kept struggle with
Berisha and DP instead of focusing on internal problems.” He resigned after accusations
about assassination of Haydari, a leading DP figure. President Recep Mejdani were among
the people criticising policy of Nano. Pandeli Majko who replaced Nano, focused more on
the internal problems. But it seems that it is difficult to repair the destruction of the 1997

uprisings.

The pyramid uprisings became an important point for both Albania and the Albanian
quesfions in the Balkans. First of all it led to internal collapse of Albania. The control of
state on society diminished. The Albanian army weakened, in other words the weakness of
the Albanian army was revealed. It also created some effects on the regional balances
especially due to the Albanian communities in the neighbouring countries; Yugoslavia
(read Kosovo), Macedonia. Albania's future progress toward democracy will depend
heavily on the pace and degree of success in restoring law and orders as well as in
reasserting governmental authority throughout the country. A major factor in realising
these goals will be the ability of state to take back the vast store of weapons acquired by
the rebels and criminal elements from military and police armoires as well as to restore the
morale and professionalism of the military and police forces. The international community
must be willing to assist Albania in strengthening its political and legal systems. It is clear
that Albania without democracy and stability means chaos for Balkans especially due to
the Albanian minorities in the neighbouring countries. Ironically, the opposite can be
claimed true too. A powerful Albania would also lead to a chaos if it claims ‘The Great
Albania'. The role of Albania on the Albanian question will be evaluated in the following

chapters.

7 Hasan Unal, ‘Maykoya Yardim Etmeliyiz’ Zaman, 4 Mart 1999, p.9.
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II - ALBANIAN QUESTION IN KOSOVO
A- Emergence of the Albanian Question in Kosovo

19" century witnessed national awakening of Balkan communities with the effects of
French Revolution and great powers due to their interests. Serbs were the first community
to rebel against the Porte in 1804 and 1815. These were both religious and nationalist
uprisings and continued with three waves, 1831-33, 1878, 1912 -1913 towards to South
Serbia, Kosovo and Macedonia. Supported by Russian Empire, the Serbs in Serbia
gradually acquired internationally recognised autonomy in 1830. Serbs leaders started to

prepare plans for expansion of Serbs in 1840's.!

Ilija Garasanin, the minister of internal affairs of Serbia and one of the most outstanding
Serbian officials in nineteenth century, compiled the first programme of the Serbian
expansionist policy in 1844, known by the name ‘Nacertanija’(or Program). Garasanin
found his inspiration for such a huge project in the motive of inheritance of the Kingdom
of Dusan, that the Ottomans destroyed in fourteenth century, and that has continued to be a
mythic obsession of Serbian politicians to the present day.? Serbia, according to Garasanin,
has a historical mission of uniting all the southern Slavs and the regions where they live. In
his point of view, Serbia should be the protector of all the Slavs under the Ottoman

Empire. Aims of the ideology mentioned in Nacertanija are assimilation and expansion.>

They started to use past for legitimisation of the new ideology. According to Serbian
historiography of late 19™ century, Kosovo is 'Old Serbia. 'Serbs‘consider Kosovo their
Holy Land. They argue that their ancestors settled in the region during the seventh century,
that medieval Serbian kings were crowned there, and that the Serbs' greatest medieval
ruler, Stefan Dusan, established the seat of his empire for a time near Prizren in the mid-
fourteenth century. More important, numerous Serbian Orthodox shrines, including the
patriarchate of the Serbian Orthodox Church, are located in Kosovo. The key event in the

Serbs' national mythology, the defeat of their forces by the Ottoman Turks, took place at

! tvo Banac, 'Sirbistan'da Milliyetgilik', Yeni Balkan Eski Sorunlar, Baglam Yaynlari, istanbul, 1997, p.94
2 Expulsions of Albanians and colonisation of Kosovo, The Institute of History, Pristine, published by KIC,
available on internet at; http://www.kosova.com/expuls/contents.htm
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Kosovo Polje in 1389.* Yugoslav historians suggest that, in the Middle Ages, Kosovo was
the centre of the Serbian state and inhabited by the Serbs until the late 17" century and
early 18" centuries, when, after Austro-Ottoman War of 1683-1699, part of the Serbian
population which had taken the Austrian side withdrew to the north and was replaced by

the Albanians from the internal mountainous regions of Northern Albania.’

But according to Albanians, 'With these thesis, the Great —Serb bourgeoisie tried to create
a belief in the public opinion in the country as well as in international opinion that its
policy to occupy territories inhabited by the Albanians had had its own historical reasons.®
From the perspective of Albanian historiography, Kosovo can not be considered a cradle of
the rise of the Medieval Serbian state, as Yugoslav historian claim, because this state did
not emerge there and did not operate there during most of its existence: it flourished in
other territories with a Serbian population such as Rasa and Dioclea. As was usual in
Middle Ages, the centre of this state moved from one territory to the other, from Serbia to
Macedonia, from Macedonia to Thessaly. It made Kosovo its centre only for a period ,

especially in the first half of the 14™ century.”

Construction of churches and monasteries aimed colonisation and conversion of Albanian
population to Serbian Orthodoxy. ‘Data of Ottoman lands registers of the 15® and 16"
centuries indicate clearly that the overwhelming majority of the population of Dukagjin
Plateau and Kosovo were Albanians of the Catholic and Orthodox faith. Serbian ethnic
elements were only a minority , made up of feudal lords, clergymen, civil servants,
merchants and other, who had come there especially during the reign of Stephan Dusan,
when migration of the Slav population from north to south took place.® According to
Albanians, Ottoman occupation did not alter the ethno-cultural structure of the Albanian
nationality in The Dukagjin Plateau and Kosovo, although it brought changes in the
political, economic, social and ideological planes. So it can be summarised that, Albanians

were the majority of Kosovo during Serbian state and after Ottoman occupation. Hence it

* Albania, available on internet at; http://lcweb2.loc.gov/cgibin/query/r?rd/cstdy: @ field(DOCID+al0012
3 Sclami Pulaha, 'On the Presence of Albanians in Kosovo During the 147

Centuries' The Truth on Kosovo, Encyclopaedia Publishing House, Tirana, 1993, p. 33
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would be wrong that Kosovo ceased to be Serbian and was filled with Albanian emigrants
from the mountainous region of northern Albania, especially after the displacement of
Serbs to the Serbian territories of the north; this allegedly occurred during the Austro-

Turkish War and the withdrawal of the Austrian armies in 1690.°

But there are some other perspectives which partly supports both Serbian and Albanian
perspectives. According to Allain Ducellier Serbs, in regard to Kosovo, are very late
comer. Even before the emigrations of 1690 and 1738, the Albanian constituted a big
minority in Kosovo, if not the majority of the population. It would be a mistake to forget
that the Serbs were not the only ones to depart from the Serbian emigration of 1737-1738
some thousands of Christian Albanians abandoned the mountainous regions of Shkodra to
settle around Karlovac, in Croatia where the Austrian government used them to implement
its policy of military colonisation. Ducellier underlines that the 'deslavisation' of Kosovo is
thus a fictitious problem: it is only a result of the vast convergent movements of population

which have always characterised the history of the Balkans.'

Noel Malcolm who has a similar perspective, emphasises that although there were heavy
war losses in 1690, affection all categories of population, most aspects of ‘Great
Migration’ story are fanciful. While there was a steady of flow of Albanians from northern
Albanian into Kosovo, a major component of the Albanians’ demographic growth there
was the expansion of an indigenous Albanian population in Kosovo.'"" Malcolm also
criticises Serbian perspective of ‘Jerusalem’ about Kosovo. He underlines that the seat of
the Serbian Orthodox Church was not founded in Kosovo; it moved there after its original
foundation (in central Serbia ) was burnt down. As for the Serbian empire, this was a
medieval state which had its origin not in Kosovo but in Rascia, an area beyond the
Kosovo’s north —western border, and most of the important early medieval Serbian

monasteries and churches were built outside Kosovo itself.!?

® Ibid. p.42

19 Alain Ducellier, 'Have the Albanians Occupied Kosovo?, The Truth on Kosovo, Encyclopaedia Publishing
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Serbian Expansion

In accordance with their expansionist ideology Serbia proclaimed war to the Ottoman
Empire on 30 June, 1876 and at the end of Berlin Congress of 1878 Serbia gained the
regions of Nis, Prokuple, Kursumlia, Vranje and Leskovac. With the pressures of Serbs
hundred thousand Albanian refugees fled from the Serbian occupied areas to the Ottoman
territories. But according to the Serbs, the migration was either voluntarily or forcibly and
indeed, unwilling to live in a Christian-ruled state, Muslim Albanians settled in Metohija
and Kosovo.'? The instructions given to Serbian soldiers during the war clearly showed the
reality; “The less Arnavuts (Albanians) and Turks remain with us, the greater will be your

14

contribution to the country”™™ According to the figures by the end of 1878, there were

60,000 families of Muslim refugees in Macedonia, ‘in a state of extreme destitution’, and

60-70,000 Albanian refugees from Serbia ‘scattered’ over the vilayet of Kosovo."

It was clear that Serbian military actions were part of their strategic planning not only to
expand their territory, but also to change the ethnic structure of those regions, always
basing themselves on the ‘merits for the fatherland'. In other words, it was Serbian state
policy to create an ethnically ‘clean’ territory.'® Their next aim was Kosovo. Serbs fulfilled
Kosovo dream during Balkan Wars of 1912-13. The Ambassador's Conference in London,
on 22 March 1913, drew up Albania's frontiers with Serbia and Montenegro, deciding that
Shkoder and its surrounding territory should be allotted to Albania whereas a major part of
the Dukajgin Plain (Metohija), Kosovo and Macedonia should devolve to Serbia and

Montenegro.!”

The decisions of Conference were signed as international borders in the Versailles. In that

time, it was clear that the international balances were taking under consideration instead of

13 Dusan T. Batakovic, Kosovo-Metohija: Serbo-Albanian conflict, available on internet at;
http://www.bglink.com/personal/batakovic/kosovo.html
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ethnic structures.'”® The decision of the Conference created the basis of the present
Albanian question in Kosovo and Macedonia. Kosovo Albanians tried to oppose the
decision. Because, Kosovo was the cradle of Albanian nationalism but it was cut apart
from the created Albanian state. Albanians in Kosovo and other regions which had been
incorporated into Serbia and Montenegro, and particularly the leaders of the national
liberation wars in the years before the creation of an Albanian state, urged the Albanian
government to declare war and seize the areas inhabited by Albanians. But the young state

was too weak to fulfill it. Serbs quelled uprising with large atrocities.
Deportation of the Albanians and Colonisation of Kosovo

Kosovo witnessed a harsh expatriation and colonisation policies between 1912 and 1941.
During the First World War, Kosovo and other areas inhabited by the Albanians were
intermittently '‘conquered' by one army and 'liberated' by another. In 1918 the region re
occupied by Serbian army. One of the main goals initially of Serbia and Montenegro, and
later of Kingdom of Yugoslavia was forced deportation of Albanians. For Belgrade, the
military administration became one of the most preferred state and juridical forms in
Kosovo. Its main purpose was to maintain and strengthen the occupation regime and to
bring about a gradual change in the ethnic balance of the places inhabited by an Albanian

majority, by means of physical liquidation, oppression, terror, and mass expulsion.'’

Between 1910-1920 the population of Kosovo had been reduced by about 150 000 due to
wars and deportation. For many Albanians in Kosovo the preferred response was open
rebellion.”® Many Albanians in Serbia, later in Yugoslavia, organised groups popularly
known as Kacaks and Komitajis, which took to forests and waged guerrilla warfare against
the authorities by force of arms. The Kagak movement was a political phenomena directed
against Serbian rule and its anti-Albanian policies. But they were suppressed by Serbian

authorities.

18 Aydin Babuna, 'Kosova Sorunu Uzerine', Dis Politika Dergisi, 1-2 Ekim 1997, available on internet at;
http://www.fpi.hacettepe.edu.tr/Books/kosova.html
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According to Dusan T. Batakovic, in Yugoslavia, like in pre-war Serbia, the ethnic
Albanians were a minority that was antagonistic towards the state ruled by their former
serfs. He legitimises the act of Belgrade that it carried out a recolonisation of Serbs in
Kosovo in order to restore the demographic structure disrupted in the last decades of

Ottoman rule.”!

Indeed the majority Albanian population of Kosovo was not permit to enjoy all the rights
of ordinary Yugoslav citizens.””> The most important restriction was exerted on language.
The schools either were closed or converted to Serbian only education. By the 1930 there
were no Albanian-language schools, except for a few utterly clandestine one, in whole of
Kosovo.?> Meanwhile, Serbian authorities rejected existence of Albanian national minority
and they tied to an official ideology based on the thesis of the late nineteenth century

which sees Albanian as merely Albanian —speaking Serbs.*

Denial of the Albanians’ national existence and suppression of their language was not the
only form of pressure on the Albanians. Colonisation, confiscation of their land and forced
deportation were the other methods experienced on the Albanians of Kosovo. Although
constituting a compact territory, Kosovo and Metohija were divided up and attached to the
three different centers of Morova, Zeta and Vardar. Economic pressure was exerted
through an unjust agrarian reform and taxation policy.”> On 25 February, 1919, the
government of KSCS passed the decree ‘Preliminary Regulations on Settlement of
Agrarian Relations' which was in effect until 1931, when ‘the Law on Agrarian Reform
and Colonisation' was passed. It favoured the Serbian farmers and provided for preventing
the Albanian farmers from gaining ownership over the land, while Albanian landowners
were barred from compensation to which they were entitled for their expropriated
property.’® With "The Decree on the colonisation of the Southern Regions' of September
24, 1920, and 'The Law on the colonisation of the southern Regions ' of June 11, 1931,

2! Batakovic, Kosovo-Metohija..., hitp://www.bglink.com/personal/batakovic/kosovo.html

22 Malcolm, Kosovo..., p-267

2 Ibid. p.267

* Ibid. p.268

2 Marmullaku, Albania and the Albanians, p-138

26 Merenglen Verli, 'The colonising Agrarian Reform In Kosovo and the Other Albanian Regions in

Yugoslavia', The Truth on Kosovo, Encyclopaedia Publishing House, Tirana, 1993, p.151

36



settler from Montenegro, Herzegovina, Lika and other places were brought to live in the
region of Kosovo. By 1940, 17,697 families had been settled and government had built
15.943 houses for them. 2’ 228.080 hectares of land of Peja(Pec), Ferizaj, Mitrovica and

Prizren were colonised.

Meanwhile, with Kagak movement Albanians achieved two things: Kosovo Albanians did
not accept the legitimacy of Serbian or Yugoslav rule, and they did seriously obstruct the
colonisation program.?® On the other hand, Serbian authorities tried to reach a variety of
aims by colonisation programme. Beside overriding long-term purpose of changing
national composition of the region, stop of flow of Serbian and Montenegrin people to the
North America, punishing Kacak by confiscation their land, and the policy of agrarian
reforms which were used for explanation and justification of colonisation programs, were

the aims served by colonisation.”®

In order to achieve the colonisation programs Serbian authorities tried to base their policies
on the products of think- thanks in the late 1930’s. The most important one was the
project or the memorandum of Vaso Cubrilovic. It was entitled as 'Expulsion of the
Albanians', presented to the Serb Cultural Club and delivered on March 7, 1937. The
government circles considered it the most complete material and the most suited to be put
into practice.’® According to Cubrilovic, 'the only effective way or method for solving
colonisation problem is the mass deportation of the Albanians... When the state wants to
intervene in favour of its own people, in struggle for land, it can be successful only if it
acts brutality. Otherwise, the native, with his roots in his birthplace and acclimatised there,

131

is always stronger than colonist.”" He requested that the Albanians should be expatriated

forcefully to Turkey or Albania.

Following the famous project, in the summer of 1938, Turkey and Yugoslavia signed a

bilateral agreement in Istanbul, which opened the way for removal of several hundred
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thousand 'Moslems' from the Kingdom of Yugoslavia to Turkey. The regions which was
defined where the deportation should be applied, in the agreement were almost the same
regions with Albanian population that Cubrilovic had described in his report.** According
to this convention, it was foreseen that during the period between 1939-1944 around
400,000 Albanians should be expatriated to Turkey. The Albanians opposed these
measures, but the shadows of the approaching war were the main reason why the Yugoslav
government could not carry them out. The figure of the Albanians which were forced to
leave their home from Kosovo and other regions, are described as 300,000 from 1912 to
1941. But it is also claimed to be between 90,000 and 150,000 for all Muslims between
1918-1941.%

Years of Hope

The Second World War, as the First World War, prepared a ground for Kosovo Albanians
to unite with Albania. For Kosovo Albanians Italians, later Germans came as liberators.>*
Most of the Kosovo had in fact been conquered by German troops, but in a meeting in
Vienna on 12 April 1941 Italians and Germans agreed that the largest part of this Albanian
—inhabited territory should be put under Italian control and join to Albania, in order to
prevent Albanian irredentism from becoming the driving force of an anti-German
resistance movement. Due to the mine assets of northern tip of Kosovo, Trepga, Mitrovica
and Vucitern remained under German-occupied territory.®® Italian-controlled part of
Kosovo together with a north western strip of Macedonia came under the civil
administration after 1941 as part of the kingdom of Albania. Italians tried to present
themselves as 'liberators' of Albanians in Kosovo and elsewhere, claiming that they had
returned them to their homeland, and brought their historic aspirations to realisation.>®
Italians established Albanian schools, administration, press and radio, in short, everything
which Kosovo Albanians deprived of during Yugoslavia Kingdom. But many of the local
Albanian leaders were basically opposed to Axis powers. Collaboration certainly existed at

many levels, but driving force was neither ideological sympathy with Fascism or Nazism,
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\,

nor any interest in the wider war aims of Axis powers, but simply the desire of many
Albanians to seize the opportunity offered by the collapse of Yugoslavia to gain more
power over their own territory and reverse the colonising and Slaving policies of the

previous two decades.”

The different perspective of Kosovo Albanians was also seen due to their participation in
the resistance movements during the war years. The Cetniks and the Communists which
sprang up in the early part of the war were particularly weak in Kosovo, and this was for
the simple reason that both of them were viewed as almost exclusively Slav-based
organisations. The communists were of almost no military significance in Kosovo until the
final months of the war; the Cetniks were never militarily important there and by the

second half of the war they had in any case become a broadly collaboratist movement.*®

It was a reality that communists were playing double role against the Albanians of Kosovo.
On one hand they made some slight policy concession towards Albanian nationalism; and
on the other hand they ruthlessly suppressed the development of any non-communists
Albanian national resistance movements.** But interestingly Albanians was that even the
communist Albanians had the ideal of 'Great Albania' at least as nationalist, dreamed a
'Great Socialist Albania'.*® The Bujan Conference in which they decided that Kosovo must
be united with Albania at the end of war, was the simplest evidence. In the same year, in
Mukaj they agreed with Balli Kombetar on a plebiscite at the end of war. But after the
withdrawal of Germans in November 1944, Partisans occupied Kosovo. And they showed
their true face by wiping out the nationalist Albanians of the regions. According to
accounts written by nationalist Albanians, 28, 400 Albanians were killed in Kosovo. But it
is also claimed to be 12 000.*!

During those years, Albanian communists came under the effect of Tito's promises. In the
middle of April 1945, Tito received a delegation of the National Committee of Albanians

from Kosovo and Metohija, to whom he promised the same rights as the other peoples of
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Yugoslavia, saying that they would be an important element in the building of new
Yugoslavia. The injustices committed by the bourgeois regime would put right particularly
the unjust agrarian reform measures.*” On 10 July, 1945, the member of National
Liberation Committee of Kosovo Metohija passed a resolution by which they admitted
uniting of Kosovo and Metohija with the Federal Republic of Serbia within a democratic
Federal Yugoslavia, with the status of an autonomous province. It is clear that Albanians,
affected by Tito's 'brotherhood and unity of nations' ideal, did not estimate the conditions
by which they and their offspring will face in the future. Kosovo-Metohija remained as a
part of Serbia, within the new Soviet type federal system. Nevertheless, as a concession to
communist Albania, a special decree (March 6, 1945) banned the return of Serbian

colonists to Kosovo-Metohija.

Second World War had another aspect in Kosovo. There were killings and expulsion,
carried out against Serbs in Kosovo. According to Serbs, 60,000 Serbs and Montenegrins
were Kkilled in Kosovo during the war. But there are also other numbers, 4 000 or 10 000,
given for the same reason. The number of the expelled Serb and Montenegrins, mostly
colonists, are another discussion point. Estimated numbers change between 30,000 and
100,000. Meanwhile, flood of Albanians into the region is another discussion point.
According to Serbian side, 100,000 Albanians moved to Kosovo from Albania. But the
figures are total exaggeration because a few thousand people did move from Albania to

Kosovo.®
Kosovo under Communism

During the communist reign Albanian question went through some transformations in
accordance with internal and external changes. The first two decades of Communist rule in
Kosovo were particularly harsh, and the dominance of Serbs and Montenegrins in the Party
and State security apparatus meant that the Albanians there still had very much second-
class position. The region became center of Serbian aspirations especially until the fall of
Aleksander Rankovic, a leading proponent of centralism and unitarism and head of the

secret police, in 1966.

2 Marmullaku, Albania and the Albanians, p. 145
3 Malcolm, Kosovo..., pp.312-313
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The Serbian and Macedonian languages had the status of 'mational languages', used in
administration, courts of law and schools, but Albanian did not have this status. In theory,
Albanian was given equal status with Serbo-Croat in official and legal matters; but since
most of the key official and judges were Slavs, there was little immediate change in
practice. In the sphere of education however there was some progress. There had been just
252 schools in Kosovo, teaching only in Serbian in the pre-war period. But it changed to

392 schools, containing 357 classes in Serbian and 279 in Albanian by the end of 1945. 4

After 1949, there was discrimination against the Albanians about participation in political
life, the government , the economy, and so on. The Albanians were accorded the status of
second -class citizens*especially after the deterioration of Yugoslav-Albanian relations
due to the collapse of Yugo-Soviet relations in 1948. Since Enver Hoxha trumpeted his
loyalty to Moscow, Yugoslav secret police suspected Hoxha of infiltrating agents and
saboteurs into Kosovo, and the whole Albanian populations there began to be viewed as a

potential traitors.

New projects were produced and tried to being put into practice by the communists. After
1948, Serbs, tried to create the most favourable circumstances and conditions to resume the
expulsion of Albanians to Turkey.*® One of them is Turkification of the Kosovo Albanians
in order to facilitate the expulsion. The policy of emphasising the Turkish elements caused
to unrealistic figures. According to 1953 census figures, the inhabitants of Kosovo of
Turkish nationality amounted 34,583, as compared with 1315 in the 1948 census. The
increase of 33,268 in no way could be justified as natural one, but it was done only ' to
inflate the maximum number of people for emigrations to Turkey.*’ Ironically, the 1953
census recorded 524,555 residents of the region with Albanian nationality, compared with
494,242 in 1948. The Yugoslav state organs began the mass deportation of the Albanians
recorded as Turks in 1953. By that year, according to some reports , 13,000 people were

sent to Turkey and followed by another 17,000 next year.*®

* Ibid. p.318
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In the winter of 1955-56 the pressure tool was the policy of collection of weapons from
Albanians. Although the relation between Belgrade and Tirana normalised due to the
normalisation of Yugo-Soviet relation in 1956, Rankovic's secret police in Kosovo brought
violent pressure to bear on the Albanians to collect firearms.* The number of deportees in
the years 1955-1957 reached to more than 160,000. According to Albanian sources in the
years 1950-1960 the approximate number of Albanians deported to Turkey was more than
400,000.%°

The policy of mass deportation of Albanian to Turkey is regarded as an exercise of the
second project of Cubrilovic, dated November 3, 1944. According to the project, entitled
'the Problem of Minorities in the New Yugoslavia’, only way to wipe out the Albanians
was to expel 'hundred of thousands of Albanians " and the main methods to force them to

leave would be the open violence and terror of military detachment.’!

On the other hand, during the 1950’s and early 1960’s a strong ethnic imbalance remained
in place: Serbs and Montenegrins, who were 27 per cent of the population of Kosovo
according to the 1953 census, accounted for 50 per cent of the Party membership and 68
per cent of ‘administrative and leading’ positions. Albanians made up only 50 per cent of
the workers in the factories. Economically the region was behind of all other part of
Yugoslavia. The average income in Slovenia was three times larger than in Kosovo in
1946, five times greater in 1964. Most of the investment in the region was concentrated in
‘primary’ industrial projects such as mines, basic chemical works and power stations,

which supplied raw materials or energy for use elsewhere in Yugoslavia. 3

Meanwhile, with the 1963 constitution, the autonomous status of Kosovo was reduced.
With the new constitution, for the firs time, Kosovo’s constitutional status seemed to have
been completely eliminated at the federal level and made a mere function of the internal
arrangements of the republic of Serbia. Although it promoted Kosovo to the title of

Autonomous ‘Porovince’, this constitution stated that republics could form autonomous
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provinces on their own initiative, and that the provinces of Kosovo and Vojvodina had

been created by the decision of the Serbian Assembly.”

The removal of Rankovic and his group in 1966 became a turning point for the Albanians.
The policy of the forced emigration of Albanians to Turkey in the second half of the
1960's, in the political circumstances created in Yugoslavia after the removal from the
party and state leadership of the corrupter figure of Rankovic, ceased in general. The
leadership of the League of Communists of Yugoslavia, Serbia and Kosovo denounced the
acts of the secret police and declared that discrimination against the Albanians was

contrary to League Policy.

The removal of the Rankovic was a product of transformation in the ruling circles of
Yugoslavia. Tito's participation to the Edvard Kardelj's reform movement in 1962 became
an turning point. According to Kardelj, ' The remains of nationalism based on aspiration of
Great Serbia, were in search to make connections with unity under the mask of
Yugoslavism.>* In other words, Tito realised that federal system had been threatening by
Serb hegemonism.> The removal of Rankovic represented both the victory of Tito against

'internal conservative-centralist forces' of Serbia and collapse of unitarism.>®

With the interference of Yugoslav rule, Serbia had to leave Kosovo alone and the
nationalism developed during this period especially after the removal of Rankovic. The
Albanian cultural life has developed enormously, and a new intelligentsia has emerged.
The Albanisation of Kosovo rule and educational and cultural activities among Albanians
produced the idea that ' Kosovo must be one of the republic of Yugoslavia.’” Slogan
‘Kosovo-Republic’ was heard on the streets of Prishtina during a demonstration on 27
November 1968. The other slogans were ‘We want university’, ‘Long live Albania’ and
Long live Enver Hoxha’. One demonstrator was killed by police during that protest. But
the official reaction was more conciliatory than would have been thought possible at

almost any time in the previous twenty —odd years; issuing of a new group of amendments
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to the constitution. On the other hand, the Soviet invasion of Czechoslovakia in 1968,
hastened liberal conditions for Albanians due to the Tito’s attachments to anti-Russian

Allies (Albania) in the Balkans.>®

Indeed, under the leadership of Tito, 1945-1980, the political process developed on side of
Albanians due to both their increasing political consciousness,” and other factors. The
constitutional amendments of 1969, 1971 and 1973 had proved it. They basically changed
the status and role of the socialist republic and autonomous provinces in the Yugoslav
federation. The name of autonomous province of Kosovo and Metohija was changed to the
Socialist Autonomous Province of Kosovo. Kosovo gained nearly the rights of a republic.
The rights and duties of an autonomous province in the Yugoslav federal system are equal
in the areas of economics, culture, education, and welfare and foreign policy to those of
republics.®® The 1974 constitution also added another important right which was that the
autonomous provinces could issue their own constitutions. Until that time, their
constitutions had been handed down to them by the Serbian assembly. Beside that although
1974 constitution continued to assert that Kosovo was part of Serbia, by most criteria of
constitutional law it was at the same time fully-fledged federal bodies.®’ It is still a
discussion why Tito did not grant the republican status to Kosovo. According to Noel
Malcolm, there were two reasons behind the decision. Theoretically, status of republic
could only be given to nations as opposed to nationalities. Albanians were not a nation
instead nationality because they were a part of a nation which has a state elsewhere. An
practically, there was a real fear that A Kosovo republic would secede from Yugoslavia
and join itself into Albania. The communist leadership has another fear that granting
republican status to Kosovo would cause to fierce political resentment both in Serbia itself

and among the Serbs living in Kosovo.**

During 1970's the most important factors shaking Albanian society was unemployment and

economic crises. Economic difficulties hastened the national unrest.%® Although the region
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had rich raw materials, it was one of the underdeveloped regions of Yugoslavia. The rate
of unemployment was 29.1 percent in Kosovo but the national average was 12.7 percent. %
The ethnic imbalance in some areas of public life was partially corrected. But the over all
imbalance in public employment was never overcome: in 1980 it was calculated that one in
five of Serbs had a state-salaried job, but only one in eleven Albanians. Meanwhile
Albanians made most progress in the entering the ranks of the Party, and the local
administration. By the late 1970s, the proportion of Albanians in the League of
Communists in Kosovo rose to roughly two- thirds. Tree-quarters of the police and security

forces were Albanians by 1981.9

What the other good development for the Albanians was
the open of Prishtine University in 1969. Due to the agreement signed with University of
Tirana in 1970, teachers came from Albania to teach Albanian using their text books
printed in Albania. The growth of the university was extraordinarily rapid. But as it was

mentioned before the chance of the graduates to find a job was low.

Kosovo after Tito

Serbs turned back to Kosovo with all forces after the death of Tito.®® With the effect of
harsh economic conditions and nationalist themes which mostly originated from Prishtina
University, large demonstrations occurred in Kosovo in 1981. It spread to the Albanian
populated regions of Macedonia and Montenegro. The demand of Albanian protestors was
'republic status for Kosovo'. Some called to unite with Albania. The authorities were
seriously alarmed. Special units of security police were brought in from other parts of
Yugoslavia, curfews were imposed, and a general state of emergency was declared in
Kosovo. Interference of security forces caused death of 11 Albanians. According to some
sources the number was more than 300. ¢’ The government accused Tirana to be behind the
demonstrations. Differentiating carefully between the various social, economic and
political grievance of the protesters was never attempted; instead, all complainants were
lumped together as ‘counter-revolutionaries’, and assumptions was blithely made that a

call for a Kosovo Republic was identical with a call for unification with Enver Hoxha’s
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Stalinist state.’® The movement which first emerged in Kosovo after Tito, started to be
g

effective in other republics and caused to collapse of Yugoslavia.

Tightening pressure on the Albanians pave the way for creation of organisations to fight
for freedom of the region. In the years 1981-1989, nine organisations and 94 illegal groups
were revealed.®® These groups were leftist in theory but based on Albanian nationalism in
practice and constituted mostly by young students and teachers.”® Due to these movements
intense arrests of Albanians and related tension sealed to the 1980's. According to official
figures, 584,373 Albanians dealt with in various ways by the courts and security organs in

Kosovo.”!
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B- Milosevic and Kosovo

The pressure and assimilation movement on Kosovo Albanians reached the zenith with the
emergence of Slobodan Milosevic in 1987. He started his election campaign in Kosovo.
Milosevic captured first the leadership of Serbian Communist Party and later became
Serbia President by agitating Kosovo.”” According to Milosevic and his nationalist
supporters, the autonomy of Kosovo and Vojvodina, given by 1974 constitution, were
developing on harm of Serbia. Milosevic tried to topple the leadership of Kosovo,
Montenegro and Vojvodina. Due to the opposition of Albanians he pressed for a more
centralised Serbian constitution. He followed the policy of permanent military occupation

and police pressure in Kosovo.

The memorandum of the Serb Academy of Science and Arts became guide book of
Milosevic. It was issued in 1986, and for the first time clearly criticised the policy of
Socialist Yugoslavia against Serbia. It explained Kosovo as the most important problem of
Serb nation and claimed 1981 events as a open declaration of war.”®> The Albanians who
already failed to make use of legal rights, turned to crazy when they realised that Milosevic
aimed to make

constitutional change and abolish autonomy of Kosovo.”* According to prepared
amendments Serbia would have control over Kosovo’s police, courts and civil defence, al
wall as such matters as social economic policy, educational policy, the power to use
administrative instructions and the choice of an official language. Albanians started to
protest that change by mass meetings and strikes throughout the province. Meanwhile,
Milosevic replaced the pro-Tito Albanians, Azem Villasi, Kaqusha Jasheri, Fadil Hoxha,
Veli Deva, Ymer Pula with Serbs and others in Kosovo. Under the existing constitution
such amendments could be proposed by Serbia, but had to be accepted by the Kosovo
assembly itself.” So he occupied the region by sending Serb army and police allegedly to
protect the unity of Yugoslavia against secessionist Albanians. Under a state of emergency,

Serbian police started to arrest ‘counter revolutionaries’ including Azem Villasi.
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Milosevic reached his aim on March 28, 1989 when the Serbian assembly in Belgrade
approved the amendments which had been passed five days before by provincial assembly
of Kosovo that was surrounded by Serbian tanks and armoured cars. With the new
constitutional change Kosovo lost all the rights which were given in the years 1963-1974
and fall the position worst than the 1946.7® This change represented the first step on
making a complete homogenisation of the Serbia.”’ Milosevic was supported by Serb

Orthodox Church and anti-Communist diaspora.

As a response, 215 Albanian intellectuals prepared an announcement for protection of
autonomy of Kosovo. They were arrested with an extra 500 Albanian intellectuals. This
increased the tension even among moderate Albanians. Kosovo Communist Union was
dissolved and it followed emergence of new parties. Democratic League of Kosovo (LDK)
was one of them, set up by Ibrahim Rugova in December 1989. It gained large support

among Albanians in a short time.

Large protests emérged against trial of Vlasi and state of emergency. 32 Albanians were
killed in the clashes between security forces and protestors. 2000 Albanian either arrested
or dismissed. Journalists, teachers, Communist Party members were fired. Belgrade
continued to replace Albanians who work in state organs, with Serbs. New police forces
were transferred from Serbia to Kosovo. All these activities of Belgrade prompted
resignation of Albanians from provincial government. In may 1990 all Albanian members
of Kosovo government resigned to protest Serbian intervention. The assembly was closed

for a break and scheduled to convene after the referendum for the new constitution.
Struggle for independence

But Albanian members of the parliament did not wait for referendum of the new
constitution. On 2 July, 114 out of 123 Albanian members of assembly did meet, gathering
in the street outside the locked —up assembly building, and passed a resolution declaring
Kosovo ‘an equal and independent entity within the framework of the Yugoslav federation.

Serbs replied it by abolishing the assembly and government of Kosovo and took for the
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first time the direct control of Kosovo since 1946. Three weeks later, the Serbian assembly
passed a special law on ‘labour relations’ in Kosovo, which made possible the subsequent

expulsion of more than 80,000 Albanians from their jobs.’®

The acts of Serbia did not make any effect on Albanians because they were independent
and perceived Serbia as occupier. The Assembly of Kosovo, gathered in Kacanik on 7
September agreed on the proclamation of a constitutional law for a ‘Republic of Kosovo’,
a document which contained provisions for a new assembly and an elected presidency of
the republic. Belgrade tightened measures and changed the name of Kosovo as 'Kosovo
and Metohija' . Albanian mass media were closed and education in Albanian was stopped.
150,000 Albanians were dismissed from public institutions.”” 100,000 Albanians were

dismissed from the enterprises or administration following year.

The decision of independence was approved by vote of nearly 99 percent of Kosovo,
including vote of Turks and Boshnaks, in a referendum held on 26-30 September 1991. A
government in exile for Kosovo was formed in October. Bujar Bukosh, lives in Stuttgart
was elected as leader of the government. It is followed by a multi- party elections for new
parliament and president on 24 May 1992. Dr Ibrahim Rugova was the victorious figure of
the elections. After elections Rugova and the LDK pursued three basic policy. The first one
is to prevent any violent revolt, to internationalise the problem, and to deny systematically
the legitimacy of Serbian rule, by boycotting elections and censuses and creating at least
the outlines of the state apparatus of a Kosovo republic.?® Rugova made many visits to

foreign capitals, but the result was not so satisfactory.

But they did achieve to found a parallel state in order to prove that they do not admit rule
of Belgrade. In the areas of health and education they organised their parallel system of
clinics and schools. Since the schools were controlled by Belgrade and education was
given in Serb, homes, garages etc. became the schools of Albanians. The salaries of
teachers and doctors were paid by the ‘Republic’ by a system which functioned with the

endowments of the Albanians. Albanians living abroad endow 3 percent of their income. In
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the 1991-1992 education terms 97 per cent of primary school aged children did not attend
to official schools.®’ The alternative education system served for more than 400,000
children. Serbian authorities increased their pressure on the region by arbitrary arrests and
home raids. Albanians were taken to police stations and questioned by using torturous
methods without being told the reason. The outbreak of the war in the summer of 1991 had
little direct effect on Kosovo. Young Albanians were reluctant to do their military service
in the Yugoslavia. But the real effect of the war emerged on the political circles of the
Albanians after declaration of the independence of Slovenia and Croatia in June 1991.
LDK has changed its aims from republican status within Yugoslavia to full sovereignty

and independence.®

The outbreak of war in Bosnian in April 1992 made negative effects on the Albanians in
Kosovo due to the increasing Serbian fanaticism and economical collapse. The
international sanctions imposed on Serbia and Montenegro affected Kosovo due to both
collapse of Serbian economy and closure of Macedonia-Kosovo border. On the other hand
war produced ultra-nationalist leaders namely Arkan and Seselj. According to Arkan who
was elected to Serbian assembly to represent a Kosovo constituency, 1.5 million of the
Albanians came Kosovo from Albania in the previous fifty years hence they are
‘tourists’.%® Serbian policy on Kosovo exercised on this direction in 1990’s. They tried to
put in practice the project of Cubrilovic which was on practice during inter-war years.
Forcing Albanian to leave and Serbianising the region by imposing Serbian language,
suppressing most of the Albanian-language publication, changing local names and
destroying Albanian cultural institutions. They also introduced a program of colonisation
as it was between two world wars, Until the summer of 1996 a total number of 19,000 Serb
refugee colonists settled in Kosovo. Meanwhile an outflow of Albanian to the Western

European countries was seen during that period. The number reached 368,000 in 1993. 84

The Dayton Treaty which ended Bosnian war in November 1995 made important effects
on Kosovo especially on the prestige of Rugova. His advise to the Albanians to wait for

four years for an international settlements on ex-Yugoslavia by which they would also
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reach their interests, ended with a disappointment for Kosovo. Dayton Treaty not only left
the Albanians of Kosovo where they were, but also strengthened Milosevic’s rule on
Serbia because of the Western respects to him as ‘peace-maker’. The protests of Serbian
opposition to topple Milosevic during the winter of 1996-1997 did not change any thing. It
would not be a good news for the Albanians of Kosovo even in case of success because the

opposition leaders were also Serbian nationalists.

Rugova made another surprise when he did negotiate with Milosevic in September 1996.
The two leaders signed an agreement under which schools and university buildings would
be made available to the Albanian parallel education system. The true face of story was
revealed six months later that it was a clever manoeuvre of Milosevic to undermine
Rugova’s credibility because Serbian authorities did not implement it.35 It paved the way
for new large protests starting in 1 October 1997. Serbs replied with police force and
arrested representatives of students and rector. Rugova had another blow to his position
when the pyramid scheme uprisings in Albania endangered the authority of Sali Berisha
who was the only government to recognise the Kosovo Republic and moral supporters of

Rugova.

The deterioration of Rugova’s position meant emergence of new representatives with
different methods. When Belgrade started to completely focus on the Kosovo due to the
end of war in Bosnia in the late 1995, a new Albanian approach emerged against Belgrade
in Kosovo. An armed organisation, UCK (Ustria Cilirimtare e Kosove - Kosovo Liberation
Army) made some attacks to police stations from summer of 1996 onwards. Some
speculations were made on the new group. While Serbs perceiQed UCK as a subsidiary
formation of Rugova, ironically Rugova did not admit existence of such a kind of
organisation and claimed that the attacks were carried out by Serb secret service.’® UCK
intensified attacks in 1997 during which Serbian security forces had increased pressure due

to the protest of university students about education conditions.

Isa Zymberi underlines, three important factors as leading to the creation of the UCK; 'The

main factor is the continuous brutal repression of the Serbian regime exercised against the

85 Malcolm, Kosovo..., p. 354
% Hasan Unal, ‘Kosovo'da Tehlikel Gidisat’, Zaman, 01 Aralik 1996, p..5

51



Kosovo population by the corrupt Serbian police, army and paramilitary forces that were
left at large in Kosovo, free to kill Albanians, wound them, torture them to death, beat
them severely, arrest and imprison them arbitrarily attacking all their symbols and
deliberately trying to destroy their dignity. The second factor has to do with the behaviour
of the international community towards the problem of Kosovo. Namely, the peaceful
demands of the people of Kosovo were identified as weak and therefore were ignored. This
allowed Milosevic to continue with his repressive methods and also created amongst the
Albanians the feeling of disappointment. The third factor is linked with the lack of any
results through the adopted peaceful policy. Non-violent resistance gradually became
totally passive and the leadership of Kosovo began loosing their credibility.® The picture

of the events vindicated Zymberi’s points.
Rambouillet and NATO bombing

The beginning of thel998 witnessed the beginning of the ethnic cleansing policy of
Belgrade in Kosovo. The rise of UCK created a ground for Milosevic to put harsh methods
in practice under the mask of anti-terrorist operations. But this time international
community, especially the US closely interested in the problem. Washington and her
NATO allies warned Milosevic to stop his operations in the region. But despite the NATO
threats Milosevic’s forces killed two thousands Albanians and forced another 300,000
Albanians to move to Albania, Macedonia and Montenegro. Milosevic’s brinkmanship
policy endured until 23 October,1998 when he signed an agreement with the US diplomat
Richard Holbrooke. According to the agreement Belgrade would stop operations and
withdrawal troops from the region. All these activities would be checked by two thousands
international observers. But Milosevic who stopped NATO air strikes with a last minute-
stepback strategy did not implement the commitments. He only moved troops from one
area to another instead of a withdrawal. His forces carried out massacres in the Rajak and
Rogova villages in the early 1999 before the eyes of international observers. The open
violation of the agreement did not prepared a ground for a NATO air strike because
international community had not a common perspective on the issue. Russia, the US and

European countries had different interests in the regions.
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On the other hand, the news of the massacres from Kosovo put NATO in a difficult
position in terms of its prestige. The US increased its efforts to end the problem and
succeeded to bring the sides to the table in the Rambouillet with the help of the other
members of West Contact Group; Russia, England, France, Germany, and Italy. After long
negotiations an agreement drafted at peace talks in Rambouillet. At the Rambouillet peace
conference the US and her allies laid down a plan calling for autonomy for Kosovo, but
with the promise of some kind of referendum on statehood three years down the road,
which looked like a tacit commitment to independence for Kosovo Albanians on the three-
year instalment plan. Rambouillet also gave NATO the right to operate inside Serbia.®® But
after the first round of talks none of the sides signed the agreement. Albanian sides signed
the plan at the beginning of the second round of the talks. But Serbs did not sign any thing
and even rejected existence of such kind of plan. Belgrad’s hard opposition to the
proposals of the international community put NATO again in a very delicate position.
Alliance which was near to celebrate 50™ anniversary of its birth was in a position that
either it would play new role which had been written after the collapse of Soviet Union, or
lose all its prestige. In spite of some important disagreements inside, on march 24, NATO

started to its air strike against Yugoslavia which would end 78 days later.

If the lights were returned to the Rambouillet talks there emerges another important aspect
for Albanians of Kosovo. Washington succeeded to bring all Albanian groups’
representatives to the table. After the first round of talks the UCK and other Albanian
groups including LDK agreed to form a government under the leadership of UCK. But it is
also mentioned that the divisions between Albanians were suppressed in order to get
NATO's bombing of Serbia underway.®® What the other interesting point was that Belgrade

sat on the same table with UCK whom she had been calling as terrorist.

Fall of the first bombs of NATO aircraft on the Yugoslavia opened a new chapter which
contain hope and tragedy for Kosovo. While NATO aircrafts fly over the Yugoslavia,
Serbian military and paramilitar forces set out for an ethnic cleansing operation in the

region. Hundred thousands of the Albanians faced two possibilities either to leave from
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Kosovo or to die. Large refugee waves flowed in to nearest countries; Montenegro,
Albanian, Macedonia. It reached one million until the end of NATO air strikes. Almost
500,000 Albanians roamed in the Kosovo. They mostly preferred to live in the forest of
high mountains in order to get ride of the atrocities of Serbs. But some of them did fail to
flee and became staff of mass graves. The US satellites took many pictures of mass graves
from different parts of Kosovo. According to a statement dated on 16 may, of the US
Defence minister William Cohen, 100,000 of Albanian male at the age of military service
had been lost and all of them could be killed. Two days later an American war crime expert
stated that ‘225,000 male were lost in the region and 5 000 people were possibly
massacred.”®® It was known that some of the lost males were fighting against Serb under
the command of the UCK. During the NATO operations the UCK who mostly based on
northern Albania and western Macedonia made successful fighting against Serb forces in

co-operation with NATO.

According to experts expulsion of large numbers of refugees was a tactic of Milosevic to
push Allies in a difficult position in terms of the situation in the surrounding countries and
the negative public pressure on the Allied countries. While Sali Berisha, former president
of Albanian perceive the refugee matter as practice of the project of Vaso Cubrilovic,”' the
US State Department expert Paul Williams claimed that Milosevic had been trying to clear
the Albanians of the mine rich north western part of Kosovo in order to occupy the region
and negotiate for the rest of the Kosovo.”? Meanwhile, G-7 and Russia worked on a new
plan for the Kosovo crisis from the early May onwards. The new plan replied positively
by Belgrade in early June while NATO aircrafts were still bombing the Yugoslavia. NATO
General Secretary Javiar Solana ordered to hold the operation when a Military Technical
Agreement reached between the international security force for Kosovo (KFOR) and the

Federal Republic of Yugoslavia on 9 June in the Kumanova.
Future of the Kosovo

After the agreement NATO forces entered in to the Kosovo and took their positions under

the name of Kosovo Peace Force (KFOR).The region was divided five different control
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This was the sign of a power struggle among the Albanians. The question of which ethnic
Albanian group will govern Kosovo has re-opened deep divisions within the Kosovo
Albanian leadership There are now two "governments" of Kosovo - Thaci's provisional
government in Prishtina, and Bujar Bukoshi's government-in-exile based in Germany. The
UCK is keen to demonstrate that it is the newly-proclaimed UCK-dominated "Provisional
Government", led by its man, Hashim Thaci, that will administer Kosovo alongside
international bodies, and not the LDK-dominated "Government of the Republic of
Kosovo" led by Bukoshi and LDK president Ibrahim Rugova. Competition between the
UCK and Bukoshi started when Bukoshi set up his own "Armed Forces of Kosovo"
(FARK) as a response to the success of UCK in the spring of 1998. But his bid throughout
summer 1998 to overtake the UCK failed: his forces, once inside Albania, were either
dismissed out of hand or went over to join the UCK itself. The UCK responded by
murdering Bukoshi’s "Minister of Defence”, Ahmed Krasnigi. Nevertheless, small
elements within the UCK remain loyal to Bukoshi to this day and are referred to by the
Democratic Party in Albania, which supports Bukoshi, as the "real" UCK.** Donations of
the Albanian diaspora is another discussion point between Thaci and Bukoshi who control
flow of donations. Since the donations did not flow to UCK, Thaci accuses Bukoshi about
misuse of donations.” During the recent developments it was an open reality that the UCK

pushed its popularity to the top due to its struggle against Serbs. Meanwhile Washington’s

3 Who Will Lead the Kosovo Albanians Now?...., http://www.intl-crisis-
group.org/projects/sbalkans/reports’kos24brfmain.htm

* Ibid.
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close contact with Thaci, and NATO’s co-ordination with the organisation during the

airstrikes also became effective about increasing the power of the UCK.

When it comes to Ibrahim Rugova a decline is inevitable especially when he was seen on
the Serb TV with Milosevic during which he called NATO to stop airstrikes. It created a
very negative feelings against Rugova both among the Albanians and the Western world.
This does not mean that the West is completely on the side of the UCK because some
Western countries have shown a reluctance to withdraw their long-standing support for
Rugova and in general are suspicious of the UCK due to its alleged connection with drugs
trafficking and the Marxist orientation of some of its leaders.®® At this point it is useful to
mention a the US-Europe difference on the UCK-Rugova struggle. While UCK still uses
American card in the post-war struggle for control of Kosovo's future -adding an implied
US endorsement to their local monopolies on weapons and on the romance of resistance,
European governments seen more comfortable with the traditional leadership of Ibrahim
Rugova and his LDK.”” On the other hand, Rugova proved that he had not lost all his
popularity among the Albanians when he returned to the Kosovo after the agreement. He
stated that he and his party was ready to work with other Albanian groups and UN, during
a press conference in Prishtina.”® But Veton Surroi, editor of Koha Ditore, is another name

mentioned recently for presidency of Kosovo.”

Whatever the importance of the other factors, the UCK has taken sweeping political
control in the province, establishing a network of ministries and appointing local councils,
seizing businesses and apartments, and collecting taxes and customs payments in the
absence of a strong international police presence.'® This will inevitable effect the result of
the election which will take in the spring of 2000. Thaci and Bukoshi are the important
names for the elections. If they do not make an agreement to act together a coalition

government is one of the possibility.'?!

% Who Will Lead the Kosovo Albanians Now?..., http://www.intl-crisis-
group.org/projects/sbalkans/reports/kos24brfmain.htm
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On the other hand, the position of the Tirana is another important factor for the future of
the Kosovo especially in terms of power struggle in Kosovo. During the communist period
Albania failed either to confront the Yugoslav government over the denial of national
rights to the Albanian minority in Yugoslavia or to work towards Albanian unification.
Albania's late dictator Enver Hoxha chose to ignore the national unity question in the
interests of the stability of his own regime.'®? His successor Ramiz Alia focused more on
Kosovo. He applied to UN about the situation in Kosovo in February 1990 and openly
stressed Albanian support for Albanian of Kosovo in December 1990. ' With Sali
Berisha's arrival on the Albanian political scene in March 1992, Albanian leaders of
Kosovo felt that at long last they had an ally in Tirana and that the new Albanian
government would lobby internationally for the independence of Kosovo and its eventual

unification with Albania.!*

As a Geg , with family ties to Kosovo Albanians, Berisha
attached greater priority to unification with Kosovo than did many Tosk politicians.
Berisha recognised independence of Kosovo. He especially focused on the problem when
he started to lose internal support. During a conference in Tirana, he stated that the long

run aim of the Tirana was to unite with Albanians of Kosovo.!%

The pyramid uprisings of 1997 became a turning point on Tirana - Kosovo relations.
Internal collapse of Albania demoralised Albanians of Kosovo and moralised Belgrade
which was claimed to play a role in uprisings in Albania. Albania lost military power
which would threaten Serbia about Kosovo. Another negative outcome of the uprisings for
the Albanians of Kosovo was new Prime Minister Fatos Nano who is a socialist Tosk.
During a meeting with Yugoslav President Slobodan Milosevic in November 1997, Nano
approved the perspective of Belgrade; ‘Kosovo is the internal problem of Serbia’. In the
early 1998 he advised the Albanians to give up their parallel states and integrate with
Belgrade. He also called the UCK as a ‘terrorist® organisation.'® Kosovo policy of Tirana

started to change with new government of Pandeli Majko.

10! {(Jnal, ‘Kosova’da yeni dénem’, p.9
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At the start of the NATO air strikes on Yugoslavia, the UCK, confident in the strong
support it has received from the Socialist-led administration of Majko, consolidated its
presence in Tirana, which became the powerhouse of the UCK. But this revealed another
reality that Rugova and LDK was cold with Tirana and established themselves in the
Western Macedonian town of Tetova. Rugova and his prime minister-designate Bukoshi
both enjoyed a very close relationship with former Albanian president Sali Berisha during
the heyday of the Berisha. Indeed, Rugova has persistently refused to set foot in Tirana
ever since Berisha was forced from power following the uprising in 1997. What makes
Tirana cold with Bukoshi and Rugova was the unsuccessful coup d’etat which took place
on 14 September 1998. It was claimed that FARK members gave support to opposition
elements who involved in the coup d'etat. Due to this claim, on 17 June 1999 the Albanian
government ordered around 600 armed men, who had been fighting under the banner of the

UCK but were in fact loyal to Bukoshi, to leave Albania.'®’

On the other hand, the¢ “provisional government which was constituted for Kosovo
following the Rambouillet talks produced evident controversy in Albania. It has deepened
the rift in Albanian politics between the ruling Socialist and centre-left parties, who back
the new Thaci government, and the right-wing opposition parties, led by Sali Berisha's
Democratic Party (DP), who support Rugova's previous LDK-dominated government.
Rugova and Bukoshi, with their Albanian political backers claim that their government is
the legitimate government of Kosovo. The DP was particularly concerned that the Thaci
government had been proclaimed without the support of all the political factions in Kosovo
and without any preliminary consultations. It can be concluded that in spite of its ruined

conditions, Tirana is still an important factor for the future of Kosovo.
Autonomous or Independent Kosovo
Following the campaign of NATO air strikes against Yugoslavia, a new framework of

military and civilian involvement in Kosovo has been established by means of UN Security

Council Resolution 1244 of 10 June 1999. In accordance with the resolution peace forces

197 Who Will Lead the Kosovo Albanians Now?..., hitp://www.intl-crisis-
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(KFOR) deployed into the region in order to secure a safe environment for all people in
Kosovo. It also calls for the establishment of an interim administration for Kosovo under
which the people of Kosovo can enjoy substantial autonomy within the Federal Republic
of Yugoslavia, and which will provide transitional administration while establishing and
overseeing the development of provisional democratic self-governing institutions.'® It was
described as an international protectorate. The Yugoslav and Serbian governments are left
almost without any role, except that a taken security presence will be allowed for certain
specific tasks. Although de jure still a part of Yugoslavia, Kosovo will fall under
completely separate administrative, political and security arrangements, which will operate
as a de facto independent state under international supervision. Meanwhile the role of the
international administration will be to govern the country, in the absence of indigenous
authorities, while at the same time developing indigenous structures which will in due
course be capable of providing self-government.'®” In accordance with its role, KFOR has
been trying to deter renewed hostilities. But attacks on Serbians are still going on. In order
to secure the environment KFOR signed a demilitarising agreement with the UCK. But it
is still not clear whether the organisation completely comply with the agreement or not.
Especially presence of the Russian forces in the region increases tension among the

Albanians and constitutes a difficulty for disarmament of the Albanians.

According to the UN resolution the interim administration will function while "democratic
self-governing institutions" are developed. The elections are planned to take place in the
spring of next year. Meanwhile two important questions remain regarding the Kosovo
Protectorate: what are the long-term goals for Kosovo; what is the exit strategy? The UN
resolution on Kosovo calls for an "initial period of 12 months to continue thereafter unless
the Security Council decides otherwise." In other words, the Kosovo Protectorate's

mandate is indefinite.

Other important question focuses on the word ‘transitional’. According to UN resolution

UN protectorate in Kosovo is transitional and it will oversee the transfer of authority from

Kosovo's provisional institutions to institutions established under a political settlement.'!?

198 The New Kosovo Protectorate , available on internet at; http://www.intl-crisis-
group.org/projects/sbalkans/reports’kos23main.htm
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So what is expected after the transition? Due to this unclear descriptions it is possible to
make three different scenarios. The first one is to revert to the situation before 1989 and
give Kosovo the status of an autonomous province of Serbia. This is almost impossible for
most Kosovo Albanians who experienced inhuman policy of Belgrade. Washington has
already pushed this possibility away during the operation.!’! It will also raise internal

constitutional issues in Federal Republic of Yugoslavia and Serbia.'!?

The second one is the creation of Kosovo as a third Yugoslav Republic alongside Serbia
and Montenegro. This is more acceptable than the first one because the UN resolution
reaffirms the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the Federal Republic of Yugoslavia,
and makes no mention of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the Republic of Serbia.
This can be a short run solution but it will be difficult to sell in Serbia, which views third
republic status as a stepping stone to the indepéndence of Kosovo. This possibility creates
fear for both Montenegro and Macedonia which have Albanian minority. On the other
hand the current federation has been already under discussion. Montenegro government
which had on Western side during the NATO operations, initiated an important discussion
on the structure of the federation. Podgorica proposed two possibilities to Belgrade;
amendments on the constitution of federation which would give equal right to Montenegro

or independence of Montenegro which means collapse of the federation.

The last scenario, the one most desired by the Albanian is complete independence of the
Kosovo. It is also mentioned first Rambouillet and last UN resolution which gives the UN
civil administration the duty of facilitating a political process designed to determine
Kosovo a future status. There is no doubt that an Albanian national state will be established
in the Kosovo but it is difficult in the short run.'"> The major obstacle of this possibility is
its possible effects on the region. An independent Kosovo will certainly provoke strong
responses from the Serbs, including the possibility of renewed war.!'* Most of the Serbs

have radical perspective on the problem'" due to the myth of Kosovo which is completely

""" Sami Kohen, ‘Bagimsiz Kosova mui?’, Milliyet, 2 Nisan 1999, p. 16
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based on wrong information''® But Belgrade is also aware of the reality that they had
already lost Kosovo,-lost it, that is, in the most basic human and demographic terms.!"’
According to Zbigniew Brzezinski Belgrade had already lost its right of rule on the region
and international community should give the Albanians right of ‘self determination’ which

means an independent Kosovo.''®

On the other hand, neighbouring Macedonia fears that the prospect of an independent
Kosovo will lead to calls for a Greater Albania and unrest among Macedonia's ethnic
Albanian minority. Its effect on Macedonia will be evaluated in detail the developing
chapters. To sum up, a new ethnic Albanian state will be a destabilising factor in the
region. Western powers and especially Washington is aware of this. Most likely Kosovo's
future status cannot be decided in isolation, but will need to be determined as part of some

general settlement for south-eastern Europe.'"
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III- ALBANIAN QUESTION IN THE SOCIALIST REPUBLIC OF MACEDONIA
A- Short History of Macedonia

Geographical Macedonia lies between the Sar and Osogov Mountains in the north, the Rila
Mountains and Mesta River in the east, the Bistrica River, the Aegean Sea and the Pindus
Mountains in the south, and the Albanian highlands in the west.! The first Macedonian
Kingdom was founded in the 7™ Century BC, and under the guidance of Philip II in the 4%
Century, Macedonia experienced fantastic prosperity and growth. Under the leadership of
Philip's son, Alexander ("the great"), Macedonia's military might conquered the entire

Greek world and the Persian Empire.

Macedonia's dominance weakened and broke with its final defeat by the forces of the
Roman Republic. In 148 BC, Macedonia became a Roman province, and in 395 AD, with
the division of the Roman Empire, Macedonia was controlled by Byzantium. During this
time parts of Macedonia were controlled by successive waves of invaders. Slavs infiltrated
and settled the region by the 7" century AD, and Macedonia served as the seat of both

Serbian and Bulgarian kingdoms.

The territory was under Ottoman rule from the late 1300s until 1913. The year 1878 was a
landmark in the Macedonian history. The defeat of Ottoman army in Russo-Turkish War of
1877-78 resulted with San Stefano treaty which proposed a foundation of a Great- Bulgaria
including most of geographical Macedonia. But it was replaced by the decisions of the
Treaty of Berlin which created a rump Bulgarian principality, with Macedonia once again a

part of Ottoman Empire.

In the post-Berlin Congress period, a powerful propaganda campaign was waged by
neighbouring Balkan countries who had territorial and other pretensions with regard to
Macedonia.” Bulgaria, Greece, and Serbia, each motivated by nationalist consideration,

competed for the allegiance of the Christian people living in Macedonia, most of whom

! Duncan Perry, "'The Republic of Macedonia: finding its way', Politics, Power, and the Struggle for
Democracy in South-East Europe, Cambridge University Press, Glasgow, 1997, p. 227

2 Fact About Macedonia, The Secretariat for Information of the Socialist Republic of Macedonia, Skopje,
1981, p.17
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were yet to develop a national consciousness.’ Bulgarians argued that as the Macedonians
spoke a language close to Bulgarian they were Bulgars. Serb nationalists argued that
Macedonians were ethnically and historically Serbs. Greece claimed a large section of the

Macedonian community were of Greek origin.

Serbs wanted to have 100 schools as a respond to 600-700 schools of Bulgarian in 1890.
Greeeks followed them and wanted to have 1400 schools in 1895. All the schools were
under the control of the churches and trying to expand their national ideology.* But the
most important event was the emergence of the Internal Macedonian Revolutionary
Organisation, (Vatreshna Makedonska Revolutsionna Organizatsia-VMRO) in 1893. It
aimed developing a Slavic Macedonian (as distinguished from an Ottoman or a Greek
Macedonian) identity and achieving autonomy within a Balkan federation.® It opposed to
division of Macedonia and supported an south Slav Federation including Serbs,
Bulgarians and Macedonians. But the increasing Bulgarian effect in the organisation lead
to a dangerous division among the members. While some planned to unite Macedonia with

Bulgaria, others planned a Macedonia either in a federation or as an independent state.®

The Illiden uprising of VMRO in 1903 failed to yield the desired of autonomy, but it
subsequently proved to be an organisation around which Macedonian (and Bulgarian)
national myth-makers crafted a national history and from which they assembled a pantheon
of national heroes. Nationalists argue that both VMRO and the revolt demonstrated the
national will for recognition of a Macedonian nation and the plea for a Macedonian

homelands.’

After the 1% Balkan War (1912), the land seized from Ottoman Empire, consisting of
Kosovo, the Thracian coast and Macedonia, was shared out: Greece received Aegean
Macedonia with the city of Selonica, Serbia doubled the size of its state territory through

Kosovo and inner (or Vardar) Macedonia with the city of Skopje. Bulgaria, which

* Perry, 'The Republic of Macedonia...”, p. 228
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unsuccessfully tried to play off both Belgrade and Athens in the 2™ Balkan War (1913),

had to settle for the smaller East Macedonia Pirin Region.

Following the World War I, Greece retained the largest portion, more than 50 per cent of
geographic Macedonia, next came the newly created Kingdom of Serb, Croat, and
Slovenian (KSCS) with about 33 per cent , followed by Bulgaria which had briefly
occupied much of Macedonia in both the Balkan Wars and World War I, with 10 per cent.
These state frontiers were by no means unaltered or undisputed between 1913 and 1992. In
the Peace Treaty of Neuilly (1919/1920) Vardar Macedonia was again annexed to Serbia
or rather KSCS constituted in 1921, after 1929 Yugoslavia.

During the inter-war period, the Yugoslav government, dominated by Serbs sought to
Serbianize the Vardar region into 'South Serbia'. No Macedonian nationality was registered
in any KSCS census, political parties were prohibited, and Serbian was the official
language of the region. Officials tolerated no one who spoke out for Macedonian

autonomy, let alone independence.®

The name of the region was changed to Vardar
Province in 1929. The name change was a deliberate effort to subvert any Macedonian
consciousness and to foster a common identity within the Yugoslav state by avoiding
reference to some national idea. The same process took place in the Greece and Bulgarian
part of Macedonia. But the assimilation process initiated by Belgrade helped to strengthen

the Macedonian identity. Macedonian people were alienated rather than assimilation.

During the Second World War Bulgaria's accession to the revisionist Rome -Berlin Axis
rewarded by the handing over of Vardar Macedonia to Sofia (1941-1944). Greek
Macedonia was divided into Italian and a Bulgarian occupation zone. Initially,
Macedonians received the Bulgarians as liberators. However, instead of developing
effective policies to assimilate the Macedonian Slavs, who were seen as 'backward
Bulgarians' they transformed their western cousins into adversaries by creating an

oppressive regime that fed the development of Macedonian national consciousness.’

8 Ibid.p. 229
® Ibid.p.229



The disappointment of Macedonian with Bulgarian led them to access to anti-fascist
movement. Comintern was the first to recognise the Macedonian national identity in 1934,
The Macedonians were defined in the constituent status for the communist federal
Yugoslavia in Bihac in 1942 and in Jajce in 1943 as an independent Yugoslav nation.!®
After that, Macedonians, who had been wary of Tito's intentions given their previous
experience with Serbianisation and Bulgarianisation, joined the partisan war effort in
significant numbers. Tito's Macedonian nation-building started from that time. Schools
were established in partisan -controlled territory in which the language instruction was
Macedonian. On 2 August 1944, the People’'s Republic of Macedonia ' was founded as a
constituent republic of a future Yugoslavian federation . The Socialist Republic of
Macedonia founded in 1946 became one of the constituent republics of Yugoslavia, with
its own assembly and representatives at a federal level. In the Paris Treaties of 1946, the
victorious power restored the territorial status quo ante of 1919 and 1913 respectively
between Bulgaria and Yugoslavia and Bulgaria and Greece. The plans which were

proposed to unite Vardar and Prin Macedonia by Belgrade and Sofia collapsed after

deterioration of the relation between Moscow and Belgrade. !

Tito aimed to differentiate Slavs living in Macedonia from Bulgarians and Serbs. This was
fundamental element in Tito's Yugoslav- nation-building activities. It undermined
Bulgarian territorial claims to Yugoslav Macedonia by denying that Macedonian were
Bulgarian and blocked Serbs from arguing that Macedonians were part of Serbia nation,
while reducing the size of 'Great Serbia' that had dominated inter-war Yugoslavia.'> The
nation building processed was kept after war. Language, history, and church became three
basic actor of this process. For the first time the Macedonian written language was codified
and Macedonian was declared to be a separate southern Slavic language. A separate
national history of the 'Macedonian people’ was also constructed. Macedonian national
identity was heavily promoted and Macedonian culture, especially literature and music,
was nurtured. Foundation of a separate Macedonian-Orthodox Church in 1967 was the

final step towards the formation of a Macedonian nation."?
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After the death of Tito, the national movements flamed with Kosovo in 1981. With the
advent of Milosevic in 1986, Serbs began to flex their muscles. Some Serbian nationalists
asserted that most Macedonians were Serbs and they started to accuse Tito. When
Milosevic took the full control on Yugoslavia state, they started to put the plan of 'Great
Serbia' in practice. Milosevic advocated that Greece and Serbia divide Macedonia, a

suggestion the Greeks declined to accept.'

The Macedonian leadership initially adopted a tactical approach, since the region has close
economical and infrastructure ties with the northern neighbour Serbia. While Milosevic
was preparing for war in the north, the Socialist leaders in Macedonia opened the door to
political pluralism. The first free parliamentary elections were held in November 1990.
More than twenty parties were involved but only eight won votes enough to secure more
than single seats. The Internal Macedonian Revolutionary Organisation -Democratic Party
for Macedonian National Unity (IMRO-DPMNU) won the most seat, 37 (31.7 per cent).
The reformist communists, now called the Social Democratic Union of Macedonia
(SDUM) followed with 31 seats (25.8) The Party for Democratic Prosperity/Peoples’
Democratic Party Albanian coalition took the 3 place with 22 seats (18.33 per cent).

The moderate reformist Communist Kiro Gligorov, who formed the cabinet from his party
and a smaller socialist party, became president of the republic on January 27, 1991. He
favoured a sovereign Macedonia that would participate in the Yugoslav community.'> But
the war which started in 1991, became a pushing force for Macedonian people and they
opted to leave the federation with a referendum held on September 8, 1991. Macedonia's
parliament declared independence on November 21, 1991 and got rid of the bloody war.
The new constitution makes Macedonia a sovereign republic, a democratic and social

constitutional state, and a polity " of all its citizen ", etc. of all its nationalities too.
Former Yugoslavia Republic Of Macedonia

Although the Serb-controlled 'Yugoslavian federal army' had been withdrawn from

Macedonia by April 1992, this was only carried out because Milosevic needed them in

14 Sule Kut, Makedonya ve Sorunlar:, TUSES Vakfi, Istanbul, 1993, p.27
5 Duncan Perry, Macedonia: Balkan Miracle or Balkan Disaster?, Current History, 1996, Vol 95, p. 114



Bosnia. Milosevic evidently expected to return after events elsewhere calmed down. This
act left the young republic militarily defenceless but international community, especially
the US, realised the danger and send a symbolic UN observation force of about 1000
soldiers including a contingent of 550 Americans, a significant deterrent to Serbian
aggression. Serbian nationalist leaders have denounced the idea that Macedonians are of
Serbian ethnic origin and have underlined in their expansionist agenda the question of
‘Southern Serbia’, or Vardar Macedonia. According to nationalists, Vardar Valley is
considered as a part of Serbia.'® But it seems that due to the other problems, Bosnia and
Kosovo, Belgared have not focused much on Skopje. There is also one big open question
that needs to be resolved: the common border has still to be delineated. Talks on this issue
have been going on for years, but an agreement has yet to be reached. Belgrade demands
that Skopje recognise some locations of strategic importance as Yugoslav territory. Serbia
has made several threatening overtures, notably sending troops to occupy a narrow strip of
Macedonian territory in 1994."7 Macedonia, for its part, insists that those territories were
part of the Socialist Republic of Macedonia (within former Yugoslavia) and therefore
constitute part of the present Republic of Macedonia. Although the Federal Republic of
Yugoslavia and Macedonia recognised each other in April 1996, it appears to be in
Milosevic's interest to postpone a settlement on the border issue. At least in theory, this is
one of the few cards he has left to play as the "champion of Serb national interests."'® On
the other hand, while the border issue is one of the few tools Belgrade has left to
potentially put pressure on Macedonia, Skopje is still one of the potential allies due to the

Kosovo problem.19

Bulgaria is another neighbour of Skopje to have historical and national claims on
Macedonia. While Bulgaria was the first country to recognise Macedonia as an
independent state on 15 January 1992, it has yet to recognise the existence of a
Macedonian nation and of a Macedonian language. Because of its own dire economic and
political crises, Bulgaria refrained from its Macedonian polemics during most of 1996-97.

However, Sofia revived its claim to Macedonia's identity by announcing again that the

16 Sirin Tufan, ‘Macedonia and Its Neighbours’, Balkan Forum, June 1997, vol.5, no:2(9) p.85
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Macedonian language is only a dialect of Bulgarian, and that international efforts should be

undertaken to solve ‘the language issue.”

Another logical consequence of Bulgaria's
stance is that Sofia denies the existence of an ethnic Macedonian minority on its territory,

especially in the south-western part known as Pirin Macedonia.

The hardest opposition on the Skopje came from southern neighbour, Athens. The Greece-
Macedonia dispute was rooted in World War II when Yugoslav forces aided Greek
communists in their struggle against the occupier and subsequently against the royalists
during the Greek Civil War of 1946-49. When Skopje declared its independence Athens
opposed it in several contexts. Firstly, Greece objected to the use of the name ‘Macedonia’
and the symbol of a bursting sun in the country’s flag. Greece has categorically rejected the
existence of a "Macedonian” Slav ethnos, maintaining that the Slavs who refer to
themselves as Macedonians are either Bulgarians or Slavophone Greeks. According to
Athens, by using name ‘Macedonia’ Skopje poses threat to the territorial integrity of
Greece because the name Macedonia indicates Aleksander The Great’s territory which

2l or ‘Agean Macedonia’. Throughout the Yugoslav period and

includes northern Greece
into the present, Athens has referred to the Republic of Macedonia as the Republic of
Skopje, Serbia, or Yugoslavia. Greece imposed two economic embargoes on Macedonia,
one briefly in 1992, the second in 1994 which lasted eighteenth months. Due to the
interference of Washington, Greece lifted embargo on October 15, 1995, in exchange of
two things: Legislation that would change Macedonia’s flag and Skopje’s assurances that it
harbours no claims to Greek territory.?? After a compromise between the foreign ministers
of the two countries on September 13, 1995, Skopje changed the flag and provided the
pledges that it has no territorial aspiration. But the name problem remained unsolved. The
Skopje government proposed a compromise solution in June, 1997: to have Athens refer to
the Republic of Macedonia by any name it finds suitable in their bi-lateral affairs, whereas
Athens would rescind its insistence on the use of FYROM (Former Yugoslavia Republic

Of Macedonia) in Macedonia's multi-lateral relations. Athens rejected this proposal. On the

other hand, relations with Greece have improved considerably since the signing of the

2 Macedonia: The Politics of Ethnicity and Conflict, available on internet at;
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Interim Agreement in September 1995. Whereas Greece before that tried to strangle
Macedonia economically by imposing a blockade, it is now one of the main trading
partners and foreign investors.”” Macedonia which was admitted with the name Former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia by the United Nations on 8™ April, 1993 , started to
receive international recognition after signing September 1995 agreement with Greece. It
was admitted to OSCE on 12% October, 1995, to the European Council on 17® October,
1995 and to the Partnership for Peace programme on 15™ November, 1995,

B Maconia: New faces..., http://www.intl-crisis-group.org/projects/sbalkans/reports/mac0O6main.htm




B- Emergence of Albanian Question in The Socialist Republic of Macedonia

The Balkan Wars of (1912-1913) became a landmark for the Albanians of Macedonia as
for all Balkans. They were cut apart from the newly created Albanian state and
experienced the assimilative policy of KSCS and later Yugoslavia between the years 1918-
1941. The Albanians of Macedonia was affected in two ways by policies of Belgrade.
Firstly, they affected by the assimilation and expatriation policy against the Albanians,
especially against Albanians of Kosovo. Secondly, they were affected by the assimilation
policy against Macedonian people. The Serbian effort to unite Macedonia with Serbia with
an assimilation policy paved the way for assimilation and expatriation of the Albanians
which was described as block between the Serbs and Macedonians by Cubrilovic.>* The
assimilation policy were activated in different ways. First of all, the Albanian minority did
not enjoy even the most basic national and democratic rights; the right to use the Albanian
language in public business, the right of having schools in their mother tongue and
development of national culture and national individuality, the right of publishing in their
own language and so on. The same was true for Macedonians and Turks. The other
methods were agrarian reforms. The agrarian reforms which carried between the two wars
in Kosovo and Macedonia had two fundamental aims: the denationalisation of Macedonian
and the Albanian population, and the creation of a gulf between that population and

colonists.?

The Great-Serb bourgeoisie applied the policy of assimilation towards the Albanian
nationality. Immediately after the First and Second Balkan Wars, Nikola Pasic thought that
, if peace continued for 20-25 years, Serbia would be able to incorporate with Macedonia
and Kosovo completely in to its economy and administration , and ‘to assimilate their
people from both cultural and national stand - points'.?® The forced deportation was another
method for denationalisation of the Albanians. Between the years 1912-1941, 300,000

Albanian forcefully migrated to Turkey. The main area was the Kosovo for forced

2 Vaso Cubrilovic, "The Expulsion of Arnauts', The Truth on Kosova, Encyclopaedia Publishing House,
Tirana, 1993, p.178

25 Ali Hadri, ‘The Albanian population of Kosova Between the Two Wars’, The Truth on Kosova,
Encyclopaedia Publishing House, Tirana, 1993, p. 129

% Ibid.p.132
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deportation but the Albanians of Tetova, Kumanova and Skopje regions were also affected

by this policy.

During the Second World War, the Albanian dominated areas, Tetova, Gostivar, and
Kicevo controlled by Italians. As it is mentioned before, during the war the Albanian
communities came together under the occupation of Axis. But at the end of war, they were

put under the control of newly created Macedonia republic.

During the years Macedonia constituted a republic in the FSRY, ethnic Albanians did
achieve some betterment in treatment and rights. From 1951 to 1981, the number of
Albanian language schools along with the number of pupils studying in elementary and
secondary schools steadily increased. However, their representation in university level
institutions and representation in the ruling League of Communists remained anemic.”’ But
the Macedonia Albanians were affected the anti-Albanian policy of the Alexander
Rankovic, an ethnic Serb and head of the Secret Police (19531966). They were affected
by the Turkification policy aimed to deport them to Turkey. According to Albanian
sources, between the years 1950-1966 almost 400,000 Albanian were either forcefully or
willingly expatriated to Turkey.”® According to Noel Malcolm, 246,000 people migrated to
Turkey from the whole of Yugoslavia and more than that total was probably from

Macedonia.?’

The manipulations of the size of Turkish minority at the expense of Albanians in the 1953
census were obvious in Macedonia. The census tallied 162,524 inhabitants with Albanian
nationality, or 34,865 fewer than those in 1940. Instead of increasing as a result of a
normal demographic process, the Albanians had suddenly been reduced. Meanwhile, the
Turkish minority in Macedonia, like those in Kosovo, had expanded at astonishing
galloping rates. From 95,940 in 1948, which even then had been faked at the expense of
the Albanians, in 1953 the Yugoslav officials counted 203,000 people of Turkish ethnic

origin..*

% poulton, Balkanlar, p.94

28 Zamir Shytylla, ‘Deportation of Albanians in Yugoslavia after the Second World War (1950-1966)’, The
Truth on Kosova, Encyclopaedia Publishing House, Tirana, 1993, p.239

» Malcolm, Kosovo..., p. 323
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After the removal Rankovic, the increasing tension among the Albanians of Kosovo
affected the Albanians of Macedonia. The post Rankovic period, beginning with his
resignation as Vice President after accusations of attempting to follow a PanSerb agenda,
gave all ethnic Albanians greater freedom to vent their frustrations.’! Manifestations of
reinvigorated nationalism in Yugoslavia occurred in 1968, when the Kosovo Albanians
demanded that Kosovo be granted republicaﬁ status within Yugoslavia. Large
demonstrations, demanding unification of western Macedonia and Kosovo into a seventh
republic, took place in Kosovo as well the Albanian majority district of Tetova in western
Macedonia. Macedonian authorities served up stiff jail terms for those who involved in
such activities and vocally denounced such ideas. They saw the Albanian moves as a step
toward secession from Yugoslavia, union with Albania, and the creation of a Great

Albania.

The demonstrations and dissatisfaction expressed by the ethnic Albanians led directly to
the 1974 Constitution of the FSRY. Under the new Constitution, minority human and
cultural rights would be effectively fostered and protected. The post-1974 era was
characterised by increases in ethnic rights for the Albanians, and increases in cultural
demands by the ethnic Albanians. But the year 1981 became another landmark for the
Albanians of Macedonia due to the unrest emerged in Kosovo. The explosion in Kosovo
had a very real impact on ethnic Albanian and Slav Macedonian relations in the republic of
Macedonia. Items in the press about increasingly virulent Albanian nationalism stimulated
a general fright in Macedonia. Since the demonstrations organised to pressure the
Federation into giving republican status to Kosovo, Macedonian authorities perceived it as
a direct threat to Macedonia and Macedonians due to the Albanian minority. This was
flamed by the birth rate reports. Reports of soaring Albanian birth-rates engendered fear
that Muslim Albanians would eventually outnumber ethnic Macedonians, threatening the

territorial integrity of the homeland.*

In response to feeling threatened by the significant growth in Albanian nationalism, the

Macedonian League of Communist leaders began to implement their own series of

31 Fekrat Bruce, Albanians in Macedonia, available on internet at;
http://www.bsos.umd.edu/cidcm/mar/macalban.htm
32 Perry, "The Republic of Macedonia... ', p.232
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restrictive policies on the republic's ethnic Albanian minority. They mostly aimed at ethnic
Albanian cultural rights. Measures were taken to increase the use of Macedonian in
Albanian schools, names and folk songs deemed to incite Albanian nationalism were
banned, and limits were placed on the sale of land in western Macedonia in order to control

Slav Macedonian emigration from the region.*?

Since the migration of Kosovo Albanians to Macedonia and the high birth rate of
Albanians were cared as the idea of the creation of 'a second Kosovo in Macedonia', 'of a
second Albania in Macedonia' and ' of Greater Albania' *, Macedonia authorities made
restrictions on births via punitive health insurance measures which were implemented in
Tetova and other Albanian dominated districts. Since the authorities perceived Islam as a
mean for Albanian nationalism* they also banned religious education for under fifteen

years old youth and tried to block building of mosques.

The formation of the Albanian intelligentsia was being hindered by every means. Although
the Albanians constitute the second largest nationality in the Republic of Macedonia, there
was no faculty in the Albanian language in the University of Skopje and the way students
were enrolled placed the Albanians in an unequal positions in comparison with
Macedonians. Thus, the number of Albanian students enrolled in the University of Skopje
in 1987-88 amounted to 175, or only 4 per cent of the total.*® On the other hand, the ethnic
Albanians of Macedonia who had opportunity, got their university education in Prishtina

University, in Kosovo.

The pressure of the Skopje was also used on the Albanian language. Macedonia abandoned
the bilingual principle. Albanians lost the right to use the Albanian language in the state
administration and in all other institutions of communes with Albanian population-Tetova,
Dibra, Gostivar, Kergova, Struga, Kumanova, five communes of the city of Skopje and
elsewhere. In 1987-88 school year, the Albanian pupils of the senior classes in the

secondary schools in Macedonia were compelled to continue their lessons in Macedonian

33 Poulton, Balkanlar, pp.95-96
3*Hivz1 Islami, “The Demographic Problems of Kosova and Their Interpretations’ The Truth on Kosova,
Encyclopaedia Publishing House, Tirana, 1993, p. 269

3 Poulton, Balkanlar, p.100
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language. This measure, which deprived the Albanian pupils of the right to schooling in the
mother tongue, was illegal and contrary to the federal constitution and that of Macedonia,
which guarantee the right of schooling in mother tongue. The state organ of Macedonia
were diminished and imprisoned the Albanian teachers who opposed the closing of the
Albanian schools and who dared to communicate with pupils in their mother tongue and

demand the application of bilinguality.’

In 1988, hundreds of Albanian pupils from secondary schools of Kumanova Tetova,
Gostivar, Skopje and other regions were excluded from the schools of Yugoslavia because
they refused to continue their schooling in the Macedonian language. In august 1988, the
Macedonian police of Kumanova violently suppressed the demonstrations of 600 Albanian
children and their parents who were protesting against the elimination of teaching in their
Albanian mother tongue. On September 3, 1988, the Presidium of the Republic of
Macedonia called this legitimate demand 'a counter-revolutionary demonstration to
overrun the intro-national relations in this Republic and destabilise Yugoslavia and
Macedonia', for otherwise the arrest and imprisonment of 128 Albanians who took part in

this demonstration could not have been justified.*®

Another aspect of the Albanian question in Macedonia were going on in politics. During
the communist era, the Albanians preferred to kept out of politics. At the end of 1980, they
only constituted 8 per cent of the 137,354 members of Macedonian League of
Communists.* Although they constituted 19.8 per cent of population in 1981, they were
represented by 24 representative in the Assembly of SR Macedonia where Macedonians

took 191 seats.*?

It can be summarised that Macedonia, throughout the communist period and irrespective of
its large ethnic Albanian population, was a republic whose every significant facet was

controlled by ethnic Macedonians. Ethnic Albanians, under communist rule, suffered

37 Ibid.p. 278
** Ibid.p.280
3 Fact About Macedonia, p. 41
“ 1bid. p. 33
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through systematic campaigns of religious persecution, economic discrimination, and

propaganda campaigns.41

The signs of the destruction of Yugoslavia prompted Macedonian authorities to make a
constitutional chance in 1989. According to new constitution the Socialist Republic of
Macedonia was defined as 'a nation state of Macedonian people'.42 According to former
constitution Macedonia was stated as ' a state of Macedonian people and the Albanian and
Turkish minorities.*> Through 1989 to 1991, ethnic Albanians and Slav Macedonians
coexisted without major conflicts arising. But the independence of Macedonia changed

many things in terms of the ethnic Albanians and the Albanian question.

41 Robert W. Mickey, and Adam S. Albion. ‘Success in the Balkans? A Case Study of Ethnic Relations in the
Republic of Macedonia’. Minorities: The New Europe’s Old Issues. Institute for Eastwest Studies, 1993, p.57
42 poulton, Balkanlar, p.102
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IV- ALBANIAN QUESTION IN FYROM

Although the negative effects of communist era which were mentioned in the previous
chapter the Albanian question of Macedonia emerged at large scale with independence of
Macedonia' and it has been ramifying due to the internal and external factors since 1991.
Due to the pressure on Albanian community during the 1980’s, Albanian tried to achieve
political and social equality in the new state. The ethnic Albanians largely boycotted the
1991 referendum on Macedonia's independence from the former Yugoslavia and the
adoption of a new constitution. One of the main objective was recognition of the Albanian
community as a constituent people of the republic, equal in status to the ethnic

Macedonians.

The ethnic Albanian minority vented its frustration and expressed its desires through new
political freedom. The political tolerance which permitted open organisation of ethnic
Albanians is one of the reason preventing large conflict between the ethnic groups.> On the
other hand, due to the institutional isolation policy of communist era they saw the election
as an opportunity to express their demands for change. They established political parties in
1990 to join the first multi- party elections. Two major Albanian parties were found in

1990; Party for Democratic Prosperity (PDP) and People’s Democratic Party (NDP).

PDP was formed in Poroj, near Tetova by Newzat Halil. The party was found in part to
win revision of the state’s constitution to insure that Albanians are named a constituent
people, with Albanian serving as an official language of the country . It also demands that
the ethnic Albanians in Macedonia be considered equal to the ethnic Macedonians residing
there and seeks to equal opportunity in all spheres , including government, the police,
education, and business.> NDP was founded in Tetova in 1990 and headed by Illjaz Halimi.
The party focused on assuring full rights for Albanian in Macedonia as constituent people.

NDP also supported autonomy for the Albanian regions of Macedonia.

! Hasan Unal, “ Balkanlarda Genis ‘Amavut Meselesi’ ve Tiirkiye’, Avrasya Dosyas:, Ilkbahar Yaz 1998,
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During the first multi-party election, PDP and NDP made a coalition and took 22 seats
with 18.3 percent of votes. It showed that the ethnic Albanians were acting as a block and
reflected that there is an ethnic divide between Macedonian and the Albanians. Meanwhile
most of the Albanians did not cast ballots as a protest against their inferior constitutional
status during the referendum for independence on 8 September 1991. It is another
dimension that Albanian boycotted the referendum because it put the possibility of

reunification with Serbia in the future.*
Fight Against Constitution

The new constitution which contained 134 articles of Macedonia was approved in the
Sobraine on November 17, 1991. But all of the ethnic Albanian members of parliament
abstained from voting on the constitution’s adoption as another measure of protest. They
refused to participate unless the country's Albanian community was recognised as a
constituent people of the republic, equal in status to the ethnic Macedonians. They were
particularly irritated by the wording of the constitution's preamble in which the
Macedonian state is defined as ‘a national state of Macedonian people, in which full
equality as citizens and permanent co-existence with the Macedonian people is provided
for Albanians, Turks, Vlachs, Romanians and other nationalities living in the Republic of

Macedonia.”

Under the constitution, non-ethnic Macedonian citizens of Macedonia are accorded the
status of a "nationality”, and are accorded all civil rights. The designation "nationality" is
inherited from former Yugoslav times, when there was a distinction between the six
constituent "nations" of Yugoslavia (including the ethnic Macedonians) and the other
"nationalities” (including the ethnic Albanians), who effectively had the status of national

minorities.® With its preamble the Macedonian constitution, as being either a sample of

* Sule Kut, Makedonya ve Sorunlar:, TUSES Vakfi, istanbul, 1993, p.6

> Constitution of the Republic of Macedonia, Skopje, 1994, p.3
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civil constitution which based on citizenship or a national document which defines
citizenship on ethnic base represents the contradictions of the state.” Beside the preamble,
Article 7 declares Macedonian as the sole official language, and according to Article 19 the
Macedonian Orthodox Church is the official creed.® But it is a general view that in spite of
the national definition, the basic writing of the constitution defines the Macedonian state as
a real civilian state. It provides-minorities up with rights which is not given in any other

Balkan states at that degree.” For example;

Article 9: “Citizens of the Republic of Macedonia are equal in their freedoms and rights , regardless of sex,

race, colour of skin, national and social origin, political and religious belief, property and social status.””!°

Article 48; “Members of nationalities have a right freely to express, foster and develop their identity and
national attributes. The republic guarantees the protection of the ethnic cultural, linguistic and religious
identity of the nationalities. Members of the nationalities have the right to establish institutions for culture
and art, as well as scholarly and other associations for the expression , fostering and development of their
identity. Members of  the nationalities have the right to instruction in their language in primary and
secondary education, as determined by law. In schools where education is carried out in the languages of a

nationality, the Macedonian language is also studied.”"!

The ethnic Albanians who were not satisfied with the constitution, tried to use all means in
order to change it. They look for outside support during the Macedonia’s recognition
struggle. Ethnic Albanian leaders requested that the UN, the Conference for Security and
Co-operation in Europe (CSCE) and the Council of Europe withhold recognition of the
young state until it had complied with Albanian demands.'”> Meanwhile, they applied
another method, vote for autonomy. Albanian nationalists, led by PDP , sponsored a
referendum in January 1992 in support of cantonisation.'® According to the then leading
Albanian political party, PDP, more than 90 percent of ethnic Albanians who were eligible

to vote took part and three-quarters supported autonomy. Vanni Cappelli evaluates it as a

" Kut, Makedonya ve Sorunlar, p.10
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representation of a large and hostile bloc that resists assimilation into the Macedonian Slav
majority.'* Macedonian government replied swiftly by declaring referendum as ‘illegal’.
Although it did not lead to any violence between the Macedonians and the Albanians, the
referendum started to colour all political discussions regarding ethnic Albanian aspirations
and the extent of their loyalty to the state. The simultaneous ethnic Albanian requests for
autonomy and for acknowledgement of their status as a constituent nation during the
country's quest for statechood seems to have strengthened the resolve among the ethnic

Macedonian community to refuse any constitutional concessions to the ethnic Albanians."

The first reflection of the referendum took place in Bit Pazar in late 1992 . On November
6, police shot dead three Albanian men and a Macedonian woman at the Bit Pazar market
in Skopje. The incident was evaluated with its different dimensions. Although it is claimed
to be exclusively an economic incident resulting from the activities of the Albanian mafia,
it also exemplified the willingness of Macedonian security forces to use violence against
Albanians. According to Isa Blumi, while the confrontation at Bit Pazar was not
representative of the central problem between Albanians and the state, it did magnify the
tolerance level of the Macedonian authorities for violence towards Albanians.'® While
extremists were ready to give a hard reaction, PDP leadership called for calm and

suppressed it."”

Meanwhile Macedonian authorities tried to dispel the reactions of the Albanian society by
taking them into the government body. Branko Crvenkovski who took the government
after fall of Nikola Kljusev’s ‘government of experts’ in 1992, made up a four-party
coalition including the PDP and its ally, the NDP. Crvenkovski’s government tried to build
interethnic tolerance between Albanians and Macedonians. Four Albanian ministers were

appointed to cabinet. Participation of the PDP into the government paved the way a
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division in the party. Within the PDP itself, tensions grew between "radicals,” who wanted
to continue to exert pressure on the authorities to grant Albanians autonomous status in
certain districts, and "moderates,” who wished to drop the subject for the time being. In
December 1993, these tensions reached a climax when Menduh Thaci and a group of
"radicals" took over the PDP's offices in Tetova.'® Haliti was ousted and Abdurahman
Aliti emerged from power struggle as head of officially recognised faction. The articulate
Arben Xhaferi became leader of the "radical” faction, with Menduh Thaci as his deputy.
They found the PDP-Albanians (PDP-A). According to Duncan Perry, both sides seek the

same ends, though their means for achieving them differ."

While PDP was experiencing a division which would effect future of the Albanian
question Macedonia's Deputy Defence Minister Hisen Haskaj and Deputy Health Minister
Imer Imeri, both ethnic Albanians, were arrested for alleged involvement in aiding the
development of Albanian paramilitary groups on November 10, 1993. Macedonian
authorities announced discovery of a plot by unknown group, the All Albanian Army
(AAA). The Macedonian police also reportedly arrested several more ethnic Albanians in
Tetova and Gostivar for charges pertaining to arms trafficking and involvement with ethnic
Albanian separatist paramilitary organisations. According to Macedonian authorities, AAA
is an apparently terrorist groups made up of Albanians in Macedonia that sought to
infiltrate the government and the military overthrow the state.”’ But the PDP claimed that
the incident was a frame-up designed to legitimise further constraints on the ethnic

Albanian minority.?!

During the 1994 three important developments took place for both the Albanian question
and Macedonia. One of them was the parliamentary and presidential elections both of

which resulted with the victory of moderates. Round one, held on October 16, 1994,
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yielded a victory of the Alliance for Macedonia (AM), a three party coalition led by
President Kiro Gligorov and made up of the SDUM, the LP, and the Socialist Party. But
the two main opposition parties, DP and nationalist IMRO-DPMNU blasted outcome of
fraudulent and called upon all their supporters to refrain from voting in second round to be
held on October 30. According to the result of the election AM took 95 of 120
parliamentary seats. Albanian parties shared 18 seats; 10 from PDP, 4 from PDP-A, and
another 4 from NDP. The election was followed by new efforts on taking Albanians into
the government body. Former Prime Minister Branko Chervenkovski who was appointed
to form the government took PDP in cabinet with four ministers. It is important to note
here that the AM had already gained enough number of deputies to form a majority
government by the three parties in Alliance. Since the President and SDA leadership were
aware of the ethnic realities in the country, they saw the presence of Albanian ministers in
the government as a remedy.?* The coalition’s commitment for integration of Albanians in
political mainstream was kept with further steps. Several places on the Constitutional
Court and supreme court were earmarked for Albanians and three Albanians were
appointed to important diplomatic posts in Europe in 1995. In the same year first ethnic
Albanian general had been appointed in the army in* 1995.% But these efforts ironically
caused to withdrawal of Liberals from the Alliance because of a ‘radical’, Ilyas Sabriu,

among the four Albanian ministers.

Discussion on Population of Albanians

Discussion on the population of ethnic Albanians and education in Albanian at university
level were another topics to seal 1994 and onwards. As it is mentioned in the previous
chapter, the high birth rate of ethnic Albanians was one of the fear of Macedonian
authorities during 1980’s and it seems that not much thing has changed about both birth
rate of Albanians and fear of Macedonian authorities. According to the first census which
took place in 1991, country's population of 2.03 million to be 64 percent ethnic
Macedonian (1.31 million), 21 percent ethnic Albanian (427,000), and 10 percent Roma,

Serb, Turkish and other ethnic groups. As it is well known that ethnic Albanians widely
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boycotted this census, objecting to what they alleged were misleading ethnic options listed
on the survey form. Ethnic Albanian leaders explained the number of the ethnic Albanians

as 800,000 which means 40 percent of the population of Macedonia.

In order to answer the highly political question of just what proportion of the country's
population is made up of ethnic minorities, a new census was held in June 1994. This
census was conducted with financial and technical assistance from the EU. The results
revealed Macedonia's population to be 1,936,877, of which ethnic Macedonians comprised
67 percent, and ethnic Albanians 23 percent, the largest ethnic minority among the Turks,
Serbs, Roma, and Vlachs. But on the eve of the census, the two major Albanian parties,
PDP and PDP-A called on Albanians to boycott the census®® After the census, ethnic
Albanian leaders complained that the census was not properly prepared and that census
forms were not offered in the Albanian language. They also charged that the statistical
bureau did not employ ethnic Albanian experts and that no ethnic Albanians were present
when the data was processed. Another controversial point regarding the census concerned
the status of permanently-settled ethnic Albanian refugees from Kosovo, who were not
counted. The citizenship law adopted in October 1992 stipulates a fifteen-year residency
requirement prior to the granting of citizenship, which effectively denies citizenship to
many ethnic Albanians from Kosovo and Albania.”> Hence the discussion on the number of
the ethnic Albanians is still going on. But it is commonly admitted by the Western observer

that ethnic Albanians, make up around one-third of the republic's population.26

Education problem and Tetova University

Education was another base of Albanian question in Macedonia. One of the key aims of the
Albanians is the Albanian language and alphabet be used in all national institutions, in
education and in culture. As it was mentioned before, Macedonian constitution provides

nationalities education in primary and secondary education. Currently, government
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provides primary and secondary education for Albanians. Textbooks are printed in
Macedonian, Albanian, and Turkish. Although instruction may be in a pupil’s native
language, each child receives schooling in Macedonian as well. But Albanian children
regularly drop out after the eight years of compulsory education.”’” It means that they lose
the opportunity of making use of accessing higher education and better jobs. In order to
attend university they have to have a sufficient Macedonian. But according to Macedonia's
ethnic Albanians there is an insufficient number of language schools at the primary and
secondary levels. Hence requiring Albanian students to study in Macedonian at the
university blocks Albanian from gaining a university education. Before the collapse of
Yugoslavia, Macedonia’s Albanians had the opportunity to study in their native tongue at
Prishtina University, in Kosovo. But they lost it when instruction in the Albanian language

was stopped there in 1991.

Hence demand for an Albanian—language state university became a central rallying cry
among Macedonia’s Albanians and contributed enormously to provoking tension between
Albanians and Macedonians within the republic. Since state does not allocate any funds for
university education in Albanian, Albanians managed to unite around the idea of private
university in Tetova . According to the Article 45 of constitution, “ citizens have right to
establish private schools at all levels of education, with the exception of primary education,
under conditions determined by law.”*® Although Skopje tried to appease the demand by
establishing an Albanian-Language school of education at the University of Skopje, some
ethnic Albanian intellectuals, many of whom came from Prishtina University, founded an
independent Albanian university in Tetova on December 17, 1994%° without waiting for
state permission. The government declared the university unconstitutional and police
raided the premises. Despite government warnings, the university re-opened two months
later. Two days later, the police again raided the university. They destroyed parts of the
building, confiscated equipment, and arrested several administrators, including the
president of the university, Fadil Sulejmani. One Albanian died in the clashes between

ethnic Albanians and Macedonian police. The Tetova University did reopen in October
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1995, and no attempts were made by the government to close the university. Although the
university still functions in a much scaled back fashion, it failed to attract the world

attention it was meant to win.>°

Whereas on its surface the university issue was posed as an educational dispute, Albanian
and Macedonian nationalist politicians painted it as a political question. Albanians claim
that the Macedonian leadership is interested in maintaining a level of educational and
professional apartheid by restricting access to higher education in their native language.®!
On the other hand, Macedonian authorities had the fear that ‘such a university would
become a stronghold of an Albanian separatist and nationalist movement as had been the
case in Kosovo’.*? According to Macedonians sanctioning an Albanian-language university
in Tetova is tantamount to accepting Albanian aspirations for regional autonomy and

ultimately (re-) unification with Albania.

Second opening of Tetova University coincided with an assassination attempt on President
Gligorov on October 3, 1995, in which he survived with wounds. Beside the hard political
atmosphere, the economical problems containing privatisation policy of the government
forced the Crvenkovski to form a new government. Only two Albanian ministers remained
in the new cabinet which was approved on February 21, 1996. But the representation of
Albanians in the government rose from four to six. Since early 1996, the university dispute
mutated from an Albanian-Macedonian clash to one between the governing party, SDSM,
and its political rivals. Nationalist Macedonian politicians (and the Macedonian opposition
in general) attacked the Government for caving in to Albanian demands and failing to
uphold the Constitution. It was hardened and turned into street protests when the
Parliament passed a law reinstating Albanian-language instruction at the Pedagogical
Academy. In February and March 1997, ethnic Macedonians of university and high-school
age demonstrated on the streets of Skopje daily, and these protests quickly became the
venue for expressing general anti-Albanian and anti-Government sentiments. While

protesters called on education minister to resign, some of the protesters chanted, “Gas

30 perry, 'The Republic of Macedonia... ', p. 259
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chambers for Albanians”® Meanwhile nationalit VMRO-DPMNE appealed to the
Constitutional Court to strike down the law creating the Albanian school, arguing that the
Macedonian constitution allows national minorities to be taught in their mother tongues

only at the primary and secondary levels.
Flag crisis

The discussions on Tetova University and Albanian-language instruction at the
Pedagogical Academy were suppressed by flag crisis in Gostivar. During the first local
elections which took place on November 17 and December 1, 1996, PDP-A mayors
Alajdin Demiri and Rufi Osmani became mayor of Tetova and Gostivar. Following the
election of Rufi Osmani as mayor of Gostivar, the Gostivar City Council decided that, next
to the Macedonian state flag, it would fly two other flags indicating the municipality's
demographic composition; namely, the Turkish and Albanian ﬂags.34 When the Gostivar
City Council passed a local statute sanctioning the raising of the Albanian and Turkish
flags over City Hall, opposition political parties applied to Constitutional Court and put an
hand discussion on the agenda of Macedonia. In former Yugoslavia Macedonia's
minorities' flags were distinguished from those of their titular countries by the presence of
the red five-pointed star. After the independence of Macedonia it was removed from the
flags and then the flags of Macedonia's Turkish and Albanian communities became
identical to their titular state flags. After long discussions, on July 8, parliament passed a
law on the use of flags in Macedonia that allowed the flags of other states to be flown at
any time on private property or during sporting events and alongside the Macedonian state
flag on state buildings during national holidays. During the discussions, Macedonia's
Albanians became increasingly radicalised and mayor Rufi Osmani called on Gostivar's
Albanians to "protect their flag with their blood".* The next day the Ministry of Interior
ordered the police to remove the flags from the Tetova and Gostivar town halls. Police
entered Gostivar to remove the flags, and their presence triggered the riot. An estimated
10,000 ethnic Albanians attempted to hinder the police and violent clashes ensued. Three
people were killed and more than 50 other were injured during the confrontation. During

and after the clash, the police searched homes in the area without a warrant, arresting
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approximately 300 people. Many of the detained were denied their constitutional rights,
such as access to a lawyer or information on the reason for their arrest.*® Police arrested
Rufi Osmani and charged him with inciting the riot and promoting ethnic hatred. Nineteen
other people were arrested and charged with disturbing the peace. Gostivar was effectively
under undeclared martial law for a week following this incident. Ethnic Macedonians by
and large support the government's action and claim that Albanians brought these events
upon themselves through their extremism and their refusal to recognise their place as a
minority within the Macedonian state. Many Albanians, both average citizens and
politicians, feel that Gostivar is a watershed in worsening Macedonian-Albanian

relations.’’

On September 17, 1997, a court in Skopje sentenced Osmani to thirteen years and eight
months in jail. The Skopje court also sentenced Gostivar city council president Refik Dauti
to three years in jail for his part in the flag controversy. Alajdin Demiri and Tetova City
Council Chairman Vehbi Bexheti were each sentenced to two years and six months too.
After the two mayors were sentenced, seven ethnic Albanians in Parliament, nine mayors

3% Macedonian opposition

and scores of local council members resigned in protest.
politicians as well as the Macedonia Helsinki Committee have condemned the entire
procedure as a human rights violation, a violation of due process, and a setback for the
development of civil society in Macedonia. The independent Macedonian press has also
editorialised against the outcome of the trial, describing it as a violation of civil rights that
should be of concern to Macedonian citizens of every ethnicity. Albanian intellectuals and
politicians consider the trial and its outcome as a conscious and premeditated warning by

the Government to Macedonia's Albanians.*

Osmani's sentence was later reduced to seven years and eight months, which he started
serving in April 1998. The sentences of the other defendants were also reduced. Finally,

the Macedonian parliament on 29 December 1998 passed an amnesty act with the main
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aim of releasing the ethnic Albanian politicians including Osmani.** Whatever the
decision on Osmain it was clear that the Gostivar incident made a deep impression on
Albanians, reinforcing the belief that the matters have gone beyond the point of no return.*!
What the ironic point was that the Constitutional Court on 18 November 1998 ruled that
the new flag law was not in line with the Macedonian constitution or the European
Framework Convention for the Protection of National Minorities.** But it was clear that the
all negative effects of the both Tetova University crisis and flag crisis were reflected on the

elections of the late 1998.
Economic dimension of the Albanian question

The economical conditions of the Macedonia became another factor behind the rise of
nationalist both Albanian and Macedonian. It was one of the main aim of the ethnic
Albanians to have a job in state administration. But currently, ethnic Albanians are grossly
underrepresented in the Macedonian state administration and it became one of the main
base for Albanians to claim a discrimination against themselves. According to estimated
figures 50 per cent of the ethnic Albanians are unemployed. Albanians are often
underrepresented in key areas such as the media and the police force. As an example,
(state-owned) Macedonian RadioTelevision employs 2,300 people, yet only fifteen are of
Albanian origin.** Approximately 4 percent of the police force and 8.7 percent of the

Ministry of Interior are Albanian*

On the other hand, while most of the country’s population has been integrated into the
economy, most of the Albanians have never been made stakeholders in the economic well-
being of Macedonia. They tend to maintain vested interests only in their own land and

property, and in that of their community.”> The smuggling was one of the alleged
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profession for Albanians due to their settlement on the border of both Kosovo and Albania.
Whatever the allegations most of Albanians, especially the many unemployed young ethnic
Albanian feel discriminated against by the Slavic-speaking Macedonian majority and have,
consequently, become increasingly desperate. At this point a vicious circle emerges as a
reality for the Albanians. Since the average level of education among the Albanians is
below the national average it became difficult to get a job in state administration and
especially get senior positions. In the 1998-1999 academic year, ethnic Albanians account
for 9.57 percent of the students at the universities of Skopje and Bitola. The number was
only 3.4 percent in the 1992/1993 academic year.*® Beside it, since the diploma of "Tetova
University" are not recognised by state, graduates of Tetova University are automatically
lose the chance to get a job in state administration. Hence the Albanians' repeated failure to
achieve political and social equality through the existing political institutions has enforced

a sense of injustice and contributed to nationalism.*’

The picture is not good for Macedonians too because they live in a society where the
unemployment is 34.5 percent.48 Due to embargoes set by international community and
Greece, Skopje failed to make a successful transition to a market economy. Unsuccessful
economic reforms, a social security and a pension systems which have been on the brink of
collapse, and widespread corruption have been the main points of the economic picture.
When the Bitola-based TAT pyramid investment scheme collapsed, some 30,000 people
lost $60 million in the spring of 1997.* This led to government crisis. Two prominent
reformers, Deputy Prime Minister Jane Miljovski and Foreign Minister Ljubomir
Frckovski, were fired. The quick response by the Macedonian authorities showed that they
were determined not to let TAT's collapse degenerate into riots like the ones Albania had
just endured. When all these economic problems coincided with the ethnic tension it

became unavoidable for Macedonians to vote for nationalists as Albanians.
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VMRO-DPMNE, DA and DPA coalition

The third multi-party parliamentary elections which were held on 18 October and 1
November 1998, caused the first real change of government since Macedonia declared
independence. The elections were won by the "Coalition for Changes," which is made up
of the Internal Macedonian Revolutionary Organisation-Democratic Party for Macedonian
National Unity (VMRO-DPMNE) and the Democratic Alternative (DA). They won a total
of 62 out of 120 seats in the new parliament (49 for VMRO-DPMNE and 13 for DA). The
Social Democratic Union of Macedonia, which had dominated the government for the past
six years, won 27 seats. The two major ethnic Albanian parties, the Party for Democratic
Prosperity (PDP) and the Democratic Party of Albanians (DPA) which is a merger of PDP-
A and NDP in 1997, had concluded an electoral alliance and won 14 and 10 seats,

respectively.

The result of election revealed that Macedonian voters gave a clear mandate to the
opposition coalition to form the next government. What makes the election interesting was
the coalition formed after election. The election produced a government which also
challenges the Balkan stereotypes. Although most of people voted ethnically for “one of
us”, the politicians who won power showed great tolerance and skill.*®

elections, a new government was formed by the VMRO-DPMNE, DA, and DPA. VMRO-

Following the

DPMNE leader Ljubco Georgievski was elected prime minister on 30 November 1998. In
the new government, the VMRO-DPMNE holds 14 ministries, the DA has eight, and the
DPA, five. The new government stated as its top priorities: economic reform and
reconstruction; reduction of unemployment; reform of the social welfare, pension, and
health systems; fight against corruption; improvement of inter-ethnic relations in
Macedonia; further integration into European and Transatlantic structures; and improved

relations with Macedonia's neighbours.>!

Since both VMRO-DPMNE and DPA are widely regarded as nationalistic and radical,
there were concerns about Macedonia's stability after the elections. But it was another
point that both parties have toned down their rhetoric. Indeed, especially VMRO-DPMNE

have focused on economical problems instead on nationalist rhetoric during the election

0 Jonathan Steele, ‘The lethal engine of the ethnic cleansing’, The Guardian , February 3 1999, p.11
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campaigns.”> They criticised the SDSM for its handling of the flag issue, and point to the
July 9 events as the culminating proof of the SDSM's inability to govern. According to
VMRO-DPMNE, with increasing revelations of high-level involvement in corrupt banking
institutions, the SDSM used the flag issue to cover up its economic blunders and other
incidents. They also accused the SDSM orchestrated the flag issue as a way of bolstering
the party's image as the defender of Macedonian national (ethnic) interests.’® The result of
the elections showed that a large part of the electorate had obviously lost trust in the Social
Democrats and their ability to implement badly needed reforms. It would be wrong to say
that VMRO-DPMNE completely left its nationalist rhetoric. During the election campaign,
Georgievski made some statements to the effect that he would not form a formal
government coalition with any of the ethnic Albanian parties. He did not generally
exclude, however, the presence of ethnic Albanian government ministers in a future
cabinet headed by him. It appears that this statement was intended mainly for domestic
consumption and aimed at keeping the nationalistic wing of VMRO-DPMNE followers
together.>® It was clear that he saw radical Albanians as natural ally against the
government. Georgievski said that "It's a paradox. The only people who know how to fight
this Government, and understand how dangerous it is, are the very traitors who want to

destroy Macedonia."*

Georgievski gave two reasons for the inclusion of the DPA in the government: Firstly, to
"prove [to] the international community that the Republic of Macedonia has the firm
determination to [abandon] Balkan standards and become a creator of stability in the
region and beyond, and thus to stop being a subject of concern [to] the international
community." and secondly, to "obtain complete [internal] stability and security." >® There
is another reason on preferring DPA instead of a more moderate PDP that since the PDP

was part of the outgoing coalition and hence is tainted in the eyes of many VMRO-DA
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supporters.”” During his statement to parliament on 30 November he tried to not touch to
much to inter-ethnic relations. He only stated that government will follow the development
of inter-ethnic relations with special interest and that it has deep respect [for] the ethnic
identity of every citizen. He pledged to confront all expressions of intolerance, chauvinism,
and segregation. Beside all he underlined that the ultimate goal, was twofold: protecting

the ethnic and cultural identity of national minorities, and protection of state integrity. >*

On the other hand Arben Xaferi played the same role as Georgievski who first said not to
make any coalition with Albanian parties and he did. As it was mentioned before, Xaferi
and his close friend Mendu Thaci left PDP as a protest to the PDP’s partnership with
Macedonian government. He stated earlier that " We cannot be part of this state if there is
only one official language and one approved culture and it is not ours."”® His main
objectives were that ethnic Albanians be recognised as a constituent nation (like the ethnic
Macedonians) and be given the right to tuition in their own language at all levels, Albanian
to be introduced as a second official language, and proportional representation of ethnic
Albanians at all levels of the state administration, including police, army, and management
of public enterprises. In order to stress his points, Xhaferi at one point boycotted sessions
of the parliament for two years, with the result of having his parliamentary seat taken from

him. %

After becoming a partner of the coalition he stated that "We accept living in Macedonia
and cultivating our rights within this state. Asking for progress on language, education and
employment is not an argument for a Greater Albania. "61 On the other hand there are some

claims that he put five conditions to join the VMRO-DA coalition: Recognition of Tetova

University, use Albanian language in all level of state, representations of Albanians in
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public, police and army, release of political prisoners, and review of the constitution to

make equality between the Albanians and Macedonians.®

According to a common perspective Xhaferi whose party wants autonomy for the Albanian
bit of Macedonia®® has not abandoned his vision of a Greater Albania. But it is fading into
future.®* While not advocating secession as a short-term aim, leading members of his party
have not excluded it as a long-term objective. Despite his "radical” rhetoric, it seems that
Xhaferi knows how far he can go and which goals he can realistically achieve in the short
term. This, in turn, might make him more predictable and could turn him into a stabilising
factor in Macedonian political life, provided he realises that politics are all about making

compromises.®’

Beside all these realties the emergence of the Kosovo crisis which will be detailed in the
next chapter has added new dimensions on the coalition’s inter-ethnic policy. On the other
hand, Gligorov’s reaction to new coalition’s ethnic policy and race for president’s seat will

also be evaluated in terms of the Albanian question.
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V-FUTURE OF ALBANIAN QUESTION IN FYROM

There are internal and external factors which shape the future of the Albanian question of
Macedonia. Ethnic policy of the ruling coalition is one of the internal factor on the future of
the question. The president Gligorov is another important internal factor and it seems that the
ruling coalition retarded its inter-ethnic projects to the post-presidential election era. Beside
these political factors, inter-ethnic relations (read Albanian-Macedonian relations) constitute a
crucial social determinant on the future of the issue. After all, the most important internal
factor to effect the future of the question is high birth rate of the Albanians. On the other hand,
Albania and Kosovo are the natural outside factors to play role on the future of the ethnic

Albanian question of Macedonia.
The New Coalition

Since the coalition partners are aware of the reality that if they fail to resolve ethnic issues, the
internal stability of the country could be at risk, they made some progress about interethnic
relations. An amnesty law which released several leading DPA politicians from prison has
been passed, the new head of the police in Tetova is an ethnic Albanian, and the DPA seems to
be well integrated in the new government.' After their four months in office, emergence of
Kosovo crisis became a real challenge for the coalition. During NATO's air campaign against
Yugoslavia, Macedonia faced the challenge of dealing with a huge wave of refugees from
Kosovo , while at the same time coping with a collapse in foreign trade and a host of attendant

economic problems exacerbated by the crisis in Kosovo.

The coalition partners including DPA were careful not to fuel ethnic tensions by enflaming
nationalist sentiments and held together remarkably well. Xhaferi had an important role by
playing down radical statements from his party. When, on 30 May, DPA Spokeswoman
Adelina Marku said that Macedonia should be declared "a multi-ethnic state of the Albanian

and Macedonian people,” DPA Chairman Arben Xhaferi immediately played down her

'"Macedonia Update: Challenges and Choices for the New Government
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relinquish the post as the price of bringing the LDP on board and broadening the government's
support base. With the LDP now in the coalition, the government can count on the support of
78 out of 120 parliamentary deputies, only two short of a two-thirds majority needed to change
the constitution and key pieces of legislation.® After LDP’s join in the government the
prospects of the government's long-term survival has increased. Since the end of Kosovo crisis
and increase in the power of government overlapped, it is expected that government will focus
more and more on the inter-ethnic issues. In terms of the Albanian question the ruling
coalition has to overcome the issues of constitutional and legal issues, the Tetova University
and the issue of Albanian-language tuition, and integration of the Albanians into the state
structure. But for the moment at least it appears that the more contentious inter-ethnic issues
have been put on the back burner and will probably be tackled only after the presidential

elections in the autumn.*
Gligorov Factor and Presidential Elections

President Kiro Gligorov is the Balkans' longest-serving boss and the only one to lead his

country to independence from Yugoslavia without going to war, 1991 and 1992° Since
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Macedonia's bloodless secession from Yugoslavia, President Gligorov has struggled with the
difficult task of trying to avert agitating the country's minorities.® Although Macedonia has the
constitution of a parliamentary democracy, the state has been run as a presidential democracy,
owing to Gligorov’s prominent role. He alone has been able to remain above allegations of
corruption and has been the only unifying political force to transcend ethnic boundaries.” His
moderate approach, his conciliatory tone, his facility for fairness between competing
nationalities, have created for him the role of father of the state. A 1995 poll gave him a 90
percent approval rating. Albanians were less taken with him and only 41 percent of those

queried gave him high marks.®

He survived with bad wounds in a bomb attack on October 3, 1995. The assassination attempt
revealed an important reality that ‘there was no leader among the potential candidates for
president who possesses a structure or level of state-wide acceptability approaching that of
Gligorov. ° Two theories compete for explaining the assassination attempt. One has it that it
was the work of ultra-nationalists, the other, that it was an act prepared by organised crime
elements abroad or by malevolent foreign powers (read Russia), seeking destabilise
Macedonia.'® Gligorov returned to his office in January 1996, in part it seems, to give

Macedonia a chance to find an appropriate successor.

Due to his close attention to the interethnic relation led him to meddle with political and social
developments. He supported participation of Albanian parties in coalitions though the

Macedonia parties were able to found a majority government. President Gligorov has
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repeatedly stressed that Albanian politicians are assured of a role in any Macedonian

government because non-Albanian parties cannot form a working majority without them.!!

On the other hand, he strongly objected to ethnic Albanian’s some demands including Tetova
University. Gligorov who is ordinarily above nationalist rhetoric, has grown impatient with
Albanian pressure concerning the university and said Albanians seeking education in their
own language may go to Tirana, the capital of Albania.'* He sometimes openly criticised
Albanian political parties. During an interview with the Belgrade weekly Ekonomska Politika,
he stated that all the ethnic Albanian parties in Macedonia wanted to secede from his state. He
added that the Albanians' demand for giving western Macedonia special constitutional status
was only a first step on the road to complete secession. He also denounced calls by ethnic
Albanian leaders for local governments in western Macedonia to continue using the Albanian
flag. Gligorov did, however, distance himself from the Gostivar riots' and he apologised of

Albanians and Gostivar people due to the police harsh treatment.'

But Isa Blumi sees Gligorov as the main factor behind the Albanian question in Macedonia.
According to Blumi, “in a period of muted desperation, Gligorov had an opportunity, with
radical nationalists silenced by embargoes, economic chaos and war next door, to create a
viable relationship with his Albanian counterparts. Instead, among other abuses, he threw
leaders of the Albanian community to jail for their activities surrounding the university in
Tetova, began to reinstitute Communist-era restrictions on the press and religious practices

among, primarily, Muslims and condoned violent repressive measures on the part of the
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Macedonian police force.”’® But it seems that Blumi has a complete Albanian perspective and

ommiits realities of the Macedonia and the region.

Since December 1998, Gligorov has been working with new coalition which is not friendly to
him. The VMRO-DPMNE accused the then-ruling Social Democratic Union of Macedonia
(SDSM) of fraudulent election practices in the 1994 parliamentary and presidential elections,
which the SDSM and Gligorov went on to win. Furthermore, during the parliamentary election
campaign of fall 1998, Gligorov in a television interview strongly attacked DA Chairman
Vasil Tupurkovski, accusing him of having been willing to bargain away Macedonia's name in
return for diplomatic recognition in 1992.!° The frictions started almost as soon as the new
government was confirmed. The first open clash came when Gligorov objected to the amnesty
law passed in December 1998, which would have released a number of ethnic Albanian
politicians from prison but would also have reduced the sentences of convicted criminals.
Since Gligorov delayed his decision on the law, the friction increased especially after a letter
which was written by President of the Parliament Savo Klimovski to Gligorov asking him not
to delay the process any longer and either sign or veto the amnesty law, was published in the
press. Following it, Klimovski rejected a demand by Gligorov to address the parliament on the

issue of the amnesty law.'”

Another struggle emerged on the recognition of Taiwan. Although Gligorov strongly objected
recognition of Taiwan, on 27 January 1999, Macedonian Foreign Minister Aleksandar
Dimitrov and his Taiwanese counterpart, Jason Hu, announced that Macedonia and Taiwan
had decided to establish diplomatic relations. The strongest reactions within Macedonia came
from Gligorov, who described recognition of Taiwan as a "small coup d'état" and called on the
citizens to oppose it through democratic means.'® Again, he was not allowed to address the

legislators and as a result went on state television to address the population directly. In a long

15 Isa Blumi, “The Question of Identity, Diplomacy and Albanians in Macedonia: Has the Rain Come?’
International Journal of Albanian Studies Vol. 1 Issue 1. Fall 1997, also available at,
http://www.albanian.com/IJAS/vol1/is1/contents.html

16 Macedonia Update..., http://www.intl-crisis-group.org/projects/sbalkans/reports/macO7main.htm
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speech, he accused the government of endangering Macedonia's security and damaging
Macedonia's international reputation. As a response Deputy Prime Minister Dosta Dimovska
(VMRO-DPMNE) on 22 February said that "Gligorov and Milosevic are the last communist
dictators in the region, and Gligorov will soon leave [his] position."'” Reaction from Beijing
was swift, too. China broke off diplomatic relations with Macedonia on 9 February 1999, one
day after the Macedonian government formally approved the establishment of diplomatic
relations with Taiwan. And on 26 February, China vetoed the extension of UNPREDEP's
mandate in the UN Security Council. Thus, UNPREDEP ceased operations on 28 February,

the day after its mandate formally finished.

The friction between Gligorov and the coalition is expected to end with the presidential
elections in autumn. Due to this reality, the agenda of the Macedonia is fixed on the elections,
in other words the successor of the Gligorov. Since the position is key in the Macedonian
political system, the successor of the Gligorov is of considerable concern to the government.
The coalition government therefore has a pressing interest in winning the only remaining
important state position still held by the Social Democrats.”® At the time of the parliamentary
elections in autumn 1998, it was widely thought that in return for getting the premiership,
Georgievski and his party had made an informal agreement to DA leader Vasil Tupurkovski to
support the latter's candidacy in this year's presidential elections.?' But it is still not clear
whether the coalition will name Tupurkovski as its candidate. Recent debates indicated that
each party of the coalition will name their candidates for presidency. As it is mentioned before
the presidential election is very important especially for the future of Albanian question
because the ruling coalition retarded most of its policies to the post-elections era. It is also
claimed that , the elections are important for even Macedonia’s integrity. The question ‘will
Gligorovs’s going start another Balkan carve-up?’ is still on the agenda. But an answer is also

on the agenda: ~* America won't let it happen."*

!* Macedonia Update...http://www.intl-crisis-group.org/projects/sbalkans/reports/macO7main.htm
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