COVER STORY: Ambassador Einik interviews with Denes 

DENES: The first question would be, as usual, about the U.S. policy in the region? In wider terms, what is the aim of the U.S. policy in the Balkans? 

Ambassador Einik: Well, I think, clearly, and we have said it numerous times, the U.S.'s objectives in the Balkans is to bring stability, peace, democracy and economic reform to allow the Balkans to finally enter into Europe, to become a member of the Euro-Atlantic structures. To a certain extent, this is a process that has been ongoing, caught up in the issues revolving around the break-up of former Yugoslavia. When you set that aside, what we are talking about is the transition of these countries that were part of the socialist world before 1989 into real members of the new, let's call it globalized Europe and World. 

DENES: From your answer, I get it that your opinion is that there will be no more dramatic changes if in the next elections the Republicans win the Presidency? 

Ambassador Einik: It is premature to speculate who will win the elections. I don't want to do that. I think, looking back over the past decade, and we have gone through political change in the United States in that period, and looking at the statements that all parties have made, I can't imagine a dramatic departure in our overall Balkan policy, regardless of who is in the White House. 

DENES: Can you tell us something more specific on this issue? There is always a dispute in the United States about the purpose of sending American troops out of the U.S. Maybe that will make a difference, if the new administration decided to pull back the soldiers from the Balkans, of course, conditionally speaking? 

Ambassador Einik: Remember, the presence of the United States Military in the Balkans was accepted by the U.S. Congress, which is in fact, controlled by the Republican party. The U.S. has had a consistent bi-partisan support for our overall objectives. Whether or not a new administration would change a particular aspect of that policy, what the Congress would do in the future, there is a lot of speculation. It is not really clear where that would go. To a certain extent, what you are commenting on, and I guess I am thinking of this now because my daughter's school assignment was to write on the difference between Woodrow Wilson and Theodore Roosevelt. This is an age-old question of the U.S. being an isolationist or interventionist power. Thinking about it in the context of helping my daughter with a paper, I think, looking back on it, that the argument tends to be oversimplified. The U.S. intervenes, is engaged in international issues because it is in our interest. A stable, democratic, economically prosperous Balkans is in the U.S. interest. That would be true regardless of what party is in power in Washington. 

DENES: We have all witnessed a lot of war and bloodshed in the past decade in the Balkans, and there is an opinion that that was primarily because of the concept of the Serbian Academy of Arts and Sciences that all the Serbs must live in one state, and that the Serb nation should dominate the Balkans, in regard to the other Balkan nations. Do you think that that policy is finally defeated? 

Ambassador Einik: I think the concept of ethnically pure states in the Balkans that we have seen attempted over the past decade in different forms have been discredited, when you look at what has happened as a result of all the bloodshed and all the wars that we have experienced in the region in the past decade. Serbia, Milosevic, I would rather say Milosevic not Serbia, has failed in expanding the borders of Serbia beyond what it was originally geographically defined in Yugoslavia after leading to post-Cold War period. I would like to say, yes, it has been discredited. 

DENES: One more question about Mr. Milosevic. There are a lot of rumors that the U.S. is negotiating with Mr. Milosevic, and that the U.S. is offering him not to go to The Hague, in favor of his stepping down from power. Or is the U.S. determined to take him to The Hague? 

Ambassador Einik: I think that the international community has spoken, the Tribunal in the Hague has made the declaration of the status of Mr. Milosevic, not the United States. I have no information by any means, and I would be surprised if the U.S. negotiated, and I can tell you that we are not negotiating. 

DENES: I will be open to you. This is from Greek sources, which are involved in Kosovo? 

Ambassador Einik: As I said, I have no ability to confirm that, because I don't know if it is true by any means. On the contrary, I would be surprised if that was in fact happening. 

DENES: About the concept of ethnic states in the Balkans, and the experience proved that it is impossible, one moderate Kosovo leader, Mr. Ibrahim Rugova, gave an interview to DER SPIEGEL a few days ago, and he said that Kosovo does not get independence, and if all the Albanians, including the Albanians in Macedonia and Montenegro do not live in one state, that will provoke new war in the Balkans? 

Ambassador Einik: I have not seen that and I can not speak about that. I can tell you that we have made it very clear, and we have been very consistently clear that we are not supporting an ethnically pure state for anyone in the Balkans, that we have not taken a position on independence for Kosovo. We continue to be committed to the UN Resolution on this issue that calls for the international community to secure the safety of the Albanians in Kosovo to build an autonomous, democratic state, and we are committed to continuing down that path. I think if you look at the statements, in the recent past Jamie Rubin was in the region, what the Secretary of State herself said when she was in Tirana not too long ago, we are not and will not support an independent Kosovo. 

DENES: What does that mean in practical terms? That there will be no referendum for the status of Kosovo after three years? 

Ambassador Einik: The future of what Kosovo will become is open to evaluation based upon the development on the ground. I don't think it helps any to try to force a decision early in that process, before that process and the situation is ready. We are working, the international community is working on a day-to-day basis, doing very hard work, trying to build a society in Kosovo. The international community with KFOR, the UN, other agencies will continue with that effort. 

DENES: What is your comment about that effort? Is it successful? 

Ambassador Einik: It is a very hard effort, very hard. Let's put it this way, let's talk from what actually happened in Kosovo. Roughly a million people returned to their homes after the area has been devastated and destroyed. Kosovo was able to get through the winter, without anybody having died from the cold or exposure. You have to look at that first as a very important accomplishment. There is no question about that. If you look beyond that, I think everybody would say that people would prefer and would have hoped that the progress in other areas would be quicker, would be more accelerated. I think that is probably true of most things that are difficult that you try in life. I am hopeful, I think we all are hopeful that now that they are through the winter, that the administrative system is gaining more experience, that it could move forward to take care of some of these issues. The Stability Pact mechanism is working hard in this area as well. I am not going to get into that "glass half full or half empty" argument on this. The situation on the ground is very difficult and people are making tremendous efforts to try to move it forward. 

DENES: Are you going to be consistent on the concept of multiethnic Kosovo? Or you will accept the fact that the Serbs are going away? 

Ambassador Einik: You know, I am the American Ambassador in Macedonia. I am not the American Ambassador to Kosovo. I am not, and I don't think it is useful to get sucked into a discussion about the details of the future U.S. policy in Kosovo. Is that the most important thing in the Macedonian citizen's lives? 

DENES: It is very important, because Macedonian stability is most dependent on the situation that develops in Kosovo. That is why we are very interested about the Kosovo issue, and secondly maybe because Mr. Hill was also negotiator for Kosovo, so I am used to it&hellip; 

Ambassador Einik: Go ask Mr. Hill, he continues to be engaged in Kosovo. I am trying to be engaged in Skopje, I am trying to move Macedonia forward. Let me ask you a question. You are telling me that the only issue that the Macedonians are concerned about in terms of their relationship with the United States is the situation in Kosovo. Is that correct? 

DENES: No. I didn't touch the issues of the Macedonian-American relationship. I started with questions concerning the issues in the wider region, and I will go to Macedonia&hellip; 

Ambassador Einik: I would prefer to turn it around. Let's start with the Macedonian issues and work out from there. In my mind, those should be the things that we should really focus on. Maybe it is because Macedonia has no problems. Maybe Kosovo is the only problem Macedonia has. That is fine. 

DENES: No, we have a lot of problems. My question about Macedonia is that - there is an opinion by some analysts that Macedonia is the only example in the region of the functioning of the multiethnic democracy, if you want me to, I can list you the examples of the neighboring countries in that regard. There is an opinion that the international community does not provide enough support for that multiethnic component in Macedonia. On the other hand, there is a feeling that the international community is still thinking, is Macedonia going to survive. 

Ambassador Einik: So, what is the question? 

DENES: That is the question. Are you going to support Macedonia without doubts whether this state will survive, and will that support prove to the other Balkan nations that multiethnic democracy is possible? 

Ambassador Einik: We have two very important U.S. interests in Macedonia. The first one is sort of the immediate, short term - and I am not saying these in order of priority - but one is short term, the other is long term. The short term, we obviously have a strong interest in Macedonia continuing to be a stable platform to support the regional stability, and there you do have the issue of Kosovo in terms of rear support lines for KFOR, support of the international organizations. In the short term, a stable, prosperous Macedonia is critical to U.S. interests and international interests in Kosovo and in the region. More broadly, you are right. Macedonia has been somewhat unique of all of the former Yugoslav states. It broke off from Yugoslavia peacefully. It has a multiethnic government coalition, it has it from it independence. That is unique in this region. It could be an important, it should be an important model for the rest of the region. Having a stable, prosperous, multiethnic Macedonia is important as a model. But it is also important for the stability in the entire region. This is an important geographic space in the Balkans. If you have an unstable Macedonia - this is the only former Yugoslav state in my mind, where the prospect of violence, if exploded here, could have gone outside the borders of the former Yugoslavia. It was not going to happen in Slovenia, it was not going to happen between Croatia and Hungary. But the potential of violence getting beyond the more confined borders of Yugoslavia really was here. That is why UNPREDEP was here early on, and that is why we continue to be committed to Macedonia in a very aggressive way. 

DENES: What is your opinion about the internal stability of Macedonia? 

Ambassador Einik: Looking at it, I am impressed of the stability of the coalition. You had at least one rectification of Government portfolios. You had issues that have been raised among coalition members, but it looks like, when you look at it, that the coalition looks secure enough to make it to the next elections. When you look at how many changes you have in some other countries, that is a very stable statement to make. That is impressive. The commitment of the Albanian members of the coalition to the political process, for example, is also very important. I would have to say that when you look at it, Macedonia politically seems to be quite stable. 

DENES: About the issue that Mr. Pickering has mentioned, that there is the fear that some Governments in the Balkans that may be linked with drug rackets and gun smuggling. Do you think that the Macedonian Govt., that Macedonia is immune to that kind of dangers? 

Ambassador Einik: The issue of regional and international crime is very important. This is a region that is fertile ground for international criminal elements. It begins to take root here as well. There is evidence of that. We are working very hard with the governments of the region to deal with it. We are working very hard with the Macedonian Government. We are trying very much to improve the quality, the equipment and the training of the local police forces. The US, and other countries as well are providing assistance. We have different mechanisms, the SECI mechanism that is providing training to customs, police. Looking at Macedonia, having been in the region quite a while, I think that Macedonia is probably better off in terms of this issue than some of these counties. You don't see the depth of criminalisation of the economy that you see in some other countries in former socialist Europe. You don't see that here. I think Macedonia has been quite fortunate up to now, and I think we will work with you, and we are committed to working with you to assure that this moves in the right direction, and it will continue to move in the right direction. 

DENES: What about the U.S. determination to help with the international community about the economic restoration of the region. In regard to the Stability Pact, we have seen at the Brussels conference that the international community showed plenty of good will, because they donated even more money than Mr. Hombach was asking for. Is that a proof for you that the international community cares for the region? 

Ambassador Einik: I think that the Brussels meeting was very successful. You are right, more money was put on the table that anticipated. What we all have to focus on now is getting all of this implemented all of it on track. On the one side, we have the Stability Pact infrastructure projects that would be critically important for creating the right framework for economic transformation. We all have to also work to try to get the private sector energized. We do a lot of work here to help the Macedonians small and medium sized enterprises. We try to attract American business. We have several initiatives on the way. We will have a delegation later this month from the state of Vermont, that will include ten businessmen in areas that are of interest to Macedonia, tourism, skiing, quarries, wine, other areas. Later in May, there will be a large delegation here from the American chamber of commerce in Greece. We have been working with them to help bring American businesses that are already in the region. To bring them up to Macedonia, to look at projects. We are also talking about the beginning of an American chamber of commerce here in Skopje. We think that will be an important signal for American businessmen that this is a place where they can come and do business. We have the Stability Pact laying the overall structure and architecture, and we are trying within that to develop this as a place for private sector investment. 

DENES: Are you satisfied with the tempo of Macedonian and American diplomatic relations? Or do you think it can reach a higher level? 

Ambassador Einik: I am not satisfied, not at all. I would like to see it at a much higher level. You have to look at the realistic expectations, but I think, given how difficult it is to do business in the countries in the region, and I have seen it first hand how hard it was to close projects in some of these countries, I do believe that with all of the difficulties that are here, this is easier and more open place to do business. We need to somehow attract American businessmen, we have to take in consideration the difficulty of the region, the stability issue of the region as a whole. I am convinced that Macedonia does represent a stable, democratic platform for investment. The task would be how to realize that. That is going to be difficult, let's be honest, but I am committed to trying to make it work. 

DENES: The latest affair that captured the attention of the Macedonian public, the kidnapping of the four soldiers. Some media wrote that the U.S. was involved. "DNEVNIK", while no one knew anything about it, quoted American sources that said that the soldiers are alive and well. Was the U.S. involved in the case? 

Ambassador Einik: I have to say no. If you are talking about the issue of the taking of the four Macedonian soldiers and their eventual release, shortly thereafter, the U.S. was not involved in any way, in negotiating, or facilitating the release of those soldiers. We have very clear policy about negotiating with terrorists. This is something that the U.S. adheres to very closely, very clearly. We are not going to speak on how other countries deal with such issues. But, we would not, given how we deal with such things, we would not get in the middle of negotiating such a situation and we did not. 

DENES: Another issue of the stability of Macedonia. There are some fears that the violence may spill over from outside. The latest fear is now connected with the area of Southern Serbia, in the small towns of Medvedja, Bujanovac and Presevo. Is the fear for the stability of Macedonia real, or do you think that the tensions are lower? 

Ambassador Einik: I would like to be able to say that the fear has been eliminated, but I can't say that. We are working very hard politically and militarily to control the situation there. Potential for fall out continues to exist, and it will continue to exist, to be very frank, as long as Milosevic and his regime continues to be in power in Belgrade, and will use opportunities to cause difficulties for the region. That is the underlying cause of the tension here. Until Belgrade transforms into a free, democratic state of some kind, the potential for fall-out will continue to exist, and I think it would be incorrect to say that that is not possible. I would like to think that we are working very hard with the cooperation of the Macedonian Govt., the other international organizations, to reduce the amount of potential fall-out that could strike Macedonia. That is very important for us, it has very high priority with the U.S. But, to give you insurance that we are able to prevent it 100%, I would not be able to do that. 

DENES: I have asked most of the questions already, but, in relation to the last question, you locate the fears with the regime of Milosevic which is without doubt true. On the other hand, there is a movement, like the KLA was in Kosovo, some force for liberation of Medvedja, Bujanovac, and Presevo. Such elements, Macedonians fear, can do the same scenario in Macedonia. There was Kosovo, now Southern Serbia, then Macedonia. Is it not as dangerous as Mr. Milosevic, in terms of responsibility? 

Ambassador Einik: I understand your point, it is a valid point. I would way that if you didn't have Milosevic, you wouldn't have the other things. I think he provides the fertile ground for the whole situation there. But let's leave that aside. You are right. There are extremists on both sides who do not have an interest in a peaceful resolution of the crisis. If you look at the actions of the U.S. in the past few weeks, both politically and militarily, they had been directed at curbing extremism not just among the Serb, but among the Albanians in Kosovo as well. We are working very hard on that, because we recognize the potential danger to Macedonia if we don't. If you look, almost every day, in the press, you see actions by the U.S. military in Kosovo to try to reduce the potential for terrorist activities that very likely could be directed against Macedonia. We are encouraged by the clear commitment on the part of the Macedonian Albanian community in Macedonia to work within the political process. Very clearly, that is important for Macedonia, for everyone to recognize that you do have a multiethnic political foundation here. However you want to characterize it, however you want to exaggerate it, it is good for Macedonia. It is good for Macedonia that Macedonian Albanians are committed to the political process here. It is good for everyone. 

DENES: I would be very frank and open to you. Why put the question about the multiethnic democracy and Albanian issues when some diplomats say that it is only a question of time when Macedonia will be divided between the Albanians and Macedonians, and that multiethnic democracy can not really function in the Balkans. That is their opinion. 

Ambassador Einik: That is an opinion, and I don't doubt it. If you look at the history of the multiethnic states in the Balkans, there is little room to be optimist. No question about it. It would be easy for me to say it can't work. It is important enough for Macedonia, for the Balkans and for Europe. Europe is beginning to wrestle with these questions as well. There are a lot of multiethnic states outside of the Balkans. They may not realize it yet. The question of how Europe will deal with its multiethnic, multireligious nature in the 21st century is probably one of the most critical questions. To write it off and say that it won't be successful cause it hasn't been successful before might be easy to do. It might be an appealing thing to do. Then it could lead to a lot of different directions. It leads to a dead-end. It leads back to the past, I am convinced in that. Just because it was hard to do, just because it hasn't worked in the past, doesn't mean it is not going to work in the future. If you accept that it is not going to work, if you accept that it is a failure even to try, then you are condemning Macedonia and the Balkans, and probably the rest of Europe, to a very dark future. 

DENES: There is an opinion that the Balkans will never be stable enough if there are big minorities in the countries, because those people think that there will always be reason for tensions, for conflicts, and maybe it would be better to make states with homogenous populations&hellip; 

Ambassador Einik: I understand what you are saying. First of all, searching for ethnic purity in the Balkans is not a new phenomenon. If I remember correctly, in the period - let's say between the Balkan War of 1912 and approximately 1923, somewhere in the order of three million people changed their residences and changed their countries to try to create a more ethnically pure countries. We still are where we are today. Another comment I want to make about the future. It is interesting how the people in the Balkans know their history so well, that should be a corollary to the old attitude "if you don't know history, you are condemned to repeat it." Maybe if you are fixated on history, you are certain to repeat it. There was an interesting article in a recent American journal, "The New York Review of Books" by Timothy Garton Ash, a British observer of the Balkans and an excellent writer. He was a tour through Belgrade, Pristina and the region, focusing mostly on what young people were doing. At the end of this, he said something that I thought was quite profound. What he observed was that over the past ten years, all of the people in this region have fought these terrible wars, killed each other so that they can live in small, ethnically pure states like Americans. Because the young people in Belgrade are not up there walking in 19th century Serbian national dress. They are up there walking in Michael Jordan T-shirts and Adidas sneakers. The kids in Pristina are wearing exactly the same things. They are listening to the same music, they are watching the same movies, and they are surfing the same Internet. The issue of whether or not this is good culture or bad culture, let's leave that aside, that is a different discussion. But, there is a development of a world culture that could in fact be the answer for the future, as compared to the curse of the past. Maybe the answer is that we got to get beyond that - and I know it is easy for me to say this, I grant you that - to get away from everyone focusing on their ethnic background tied to a small little peace of land. People moving towards seeing themselves as being participants in a global movement of change and transformation. I know it is easy to say, but if you look at what the alternative has brought to you in the past ten years, I think that looking at the future in a different way might be a better alternative. 

DENES: Thank you, and finally, if there is some area that I didn't touch&hellip; 

Ambassador Einik: That is always the question that I don't want to answer. I leave it to you. Was there anything that you would like to ask that you haven't? 

DENES: I think that more or less we covered everything that I was interested about. Maybe one question that I forgot, but this is not appropriate for you. There were some writings in the British newspapers that KLA was created by the CIA? But that would be a question for the CIA, I guess. 

Ambassador Einik: Go ask them.

