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FORUM: There is a lot of construction going on in the compound. Is this due to strengthened security measures, or is this only my impression? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: It is a combination of several different projects. The main project, in fact, is an expansion of the Embassy office space. With it there will be some security enhancements to the compound itself. Which is part of a continuing program that we have around the world. It is not a sign of any specific security threat vis -a-vis Macedonia. It is a sign of continued concern for security worldwide. There is a worldwide program of Embassy upgrades. That is what this project is. 

FORUM: Let's start with the American elections - an obvious issue. How do you feel about the was the President was elected in America? You can't say that it was a regular election like any other year, boring in the procedures? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I think your comment on boring is the right comment. In some ways, to be very honest, I have been thinking about this. I actually think that this was a good thing to happen. It has re-energized Americans to take the democratic process more seriously. Something like this has not happened for 120 years, and maybe we were too complacent. Maybe it was too boring. The number of people voting had gone down. The number of people engaged in the process had gone down. Now I think two things will come out of this. One and very important, the people will understand that their vote counts. That every single vote counts, given the closeness of this election. Two, I think it is clear that we have to do something about the level of technology that we use in electoral process. I think we have become complacent in the area of technology as well. Clearly, in today's modern world, to have questions about these chads and these punch-hole cards is absurd. I think we will finally see the technical process of elections entering the 21st century, which is very important. 

FORUM: I am going to avoid all the jokes on the recent elections&hellip; the new people entering the White House, especially in the area of foreign policy - the new Secretary of State and the new National Security Adviser - are considered more isolationist than the previous group of people around Clinton. Do you see an immediate effect and an immediate reaction on US policy in the Balkans? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: It is interesting that you say that, because I have seen some U.S. editorial comments saying that the strength of this new team is based on the fact that they are "internationalists". The point is that they are very professional people who know foreign policy and who are very serious about their work. What impact this will have on American policy in the Balkans is obviously too early to tell. The team is now formulating itself. It is not yet inaugurated. It will be several weeks, if not months after January 20 before we have clear indication of that. As I have said many times, I don't think people should anticipate a dramatic, immediate departure in terms of U.S. policy of presence in the Balkans. Historically, foreign policy tends to be the area where we have the most continuity between one administration and another. Also, when you look at the reality of what was actually said by President-elect Bush's team prior to the elections about the issues, about the Balkans, our role in Europe, the questions they were raising were already on the agenda with us and our allies concerning the region. I don't think people should be concerned about an immediate and dramatic change. 

FORUM: I am mentioning isolationism because it is no secret that they were opposing, especially Condoleeza Rice, the so called role of the "world policeman" of the U.S., and the so-called "humanitarian foreign policy." One expert, half jokingly said at a conference recently that he does not know how many people know about the Stability Pact, but that he is sure for one person that does not know about the Stability Pact - Ms. Rice. So, I am asking you because there is obvious concern amongst the people about this issue... 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: That is why it is important that President Elect Bush is moving very quickly to get his team into place to begin working. I understand that Secretary designate Powell has already been to the State Department, has already engaged and been briefed. The important thing that people should focus on in the short term is the ease of transition. How quickly will this new team will get running and working. These are very professional people who will move very quickly. The reality of having to deal with the issues will very much define our approach. This team is still very fresh. It has ideas of its own. Some of the questions about the role of the U.S. military in terms of peacekeeping as compared to war-making issues are very much in front of us, they are valid issues to discuss. That doesn't mean, by all means, that we are looking towards "would we ever walk away from our obligations in the region." I don't think one should jump to that conclusion. How will we fulfill those obligations over the period ahead? That is something that will be reassessed by the new team. I don't think that anyone will be suggesting that we walk away from our obligations in the region. 

FORUM: In that context, in the context of the new Macedonian government&hellip; I am talking about these two years of reign of VMRO and DPA. Are we closer to NATO now than we were two years ago? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: In terms of being prepared to enter NATO, in terms of what you have done, I think the answer to that is definitely yes. You have participated in the PFP process, you have taken the MAP process very seriously, the documentation that you have presented to Brussels is a dramatic improvement compared to where you were two years ago. 

FORUM: But we have been criticized even in the last two years&hellip; 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: There is always room for criticism. There are countries, not just your own, but many that are struggling with the issues of how to transform a military that in some cases didn't even exist a decade ago. In some cases, they have a long historic tradition that is not consistent with NATO criteria. All of these countries are wrestling with these problems. But I think if you look at the reform effort underway in the Ministry of Defense, in the uniform services, I think you see a military that is clearly in the middle of the reform process in terms of its abilities. In the middle in the sense of where the other countries are as well. You are not lagging behind, by any means. But this is a different question from "will Macedonia or any other country receive an invitation in 2002?" that is completely separate issue. In that context, it is very premature to make a determination in terms of what would be the process that the Allies decide upon for 2002. In terms of Macedonia's preparedness for entry into NATO, clearly you have made progress in the past two years. 

FORUM: Even that is a part of a question that I wanted to ask you. How do you see the stability of this new Macedonian government? The fact is that the DA has left, and the fact is that the number of Parliamentary support for this Government has fallen down significantly. How do you see it is going to reflect on the internal stability of the Govt and also its position in the Balkans? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: For me the issues of stability of a government in a parliamentary system really comes out of the Parliamentary system itself. The question that everyone has in front of them, is whether or not the current Government will be able to continue to carry out its reform agenda with the Parliamentary majority it has. To a certain extent, the question is not the Governmental majority, but does it have a functioning parliamentary majority that can do all of the hard difficult work that Macedonia still has ahead of it in terms of economic, political and social reform. The year ahead is going to be very critical in that regard. There are some very serious things that Macedonia has to do to keep reform moving forward. The question is, is this parliament going to be able to do that, and that is the question will have to see the answer to. 

FORUM: Did you push the PDP to join the Government? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: No. We did not insist that anybody join any coalition one way or the other. We did not ask the PDP to join the Government. 

FORUM: But did you spend some time to explain some aspects of what it would mean for them to join the Government? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: To be very honest with you, our discussions with PDP were more in the context of our belief that democracy in Macedonia would be strengthened by increased pluralism within the Albanian political establishment here. In our discussions with PDP, we basically urged them to see this as an opportunity to regain that kind of pluralism and that we basically urge them to see that in that context. To be honest, we didn't really care how they did that. That is for them to decide. But we did urge them not to miss the boat in terms of strengthening their role in the political process by this opportunity. 

FORUM: Sir, do you find yourself in the ranks of those, as the opposition and the media frequently say, diplomats in Macedonia who actually interfere in internal Macedonian affairs and political issues? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: People can believe anything they would like. I am very careful not to interfere. My job, what I get paid to do, is to further U.S. interests. Therefore, I try to explain to people what US interests are in the region. Our interests here are broad-based. They include regional stability, economic growth in the region, democratic development, strengthening civil society. That is what we want to see happen in Macedonia. Whoever is the Prime Minister, this or that coalition, to me that is not the issue. The issue is that the Government that's in power, whichever that may be, be able to push that agenda forward, which we both support. 

FORUM: But those who are criticizing you say yes, but if it is not this Government, then maybe the American ambassador is not going to be able to push for the privatization of Telecom in a way that he is doing that for the company in which the US have interest. They are connecting that with your interest as well&hellip; How do you reply to those charges? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Macedonian reform is strengthened by a credible telecommunications privatization within international standards. That helps US objectives here, as much as anything else. In this case, it turned out that the US participant joint one of the consortiums to bid on the Telecom. In that context, we have an obligation to support US investment around the globe. It is our job to speak out in support of them. If there was no US participant in this process, the process itself is still important for US objectives in Macedonia. That it be done properly for the same reasons we were just speaking about. We would still be speaking out in support of having a fair and open process. To a certain extent the airport expansion process is something similar. 

FORUM: Is it also open and transparent process? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Right now it is not clear where the process is. There have been some changes in personnel. The US helped fund a feasibility study. We continue to lobby and press for the entire process of the airport expansion be done in open and transparent way that will hopefully provide business opportunities for US firms. While there are some US firms interested, there may be no US firm in the end that participates in the project. The project itself - if it's open and transparent - will strengthen US objectives here. 

FORUM: We haven't heard the official position of the Macedonian Government on who is going to buy the Telecom. You have already qualified that process as being transparent and professionally. Would you agree if the Greeks bought the Telecom in the end, if the Macedonian Govt decides that the Greeks have the better offer? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: If the process that we have in front of us is clear to everyone, if the Greek bid is the better bid under this fair, open and transparent process, that's the commercial risk. All that we can try to give American companies is what we call a level playing field. 

FORUM: Yes, but fairness in these issues is sometimes connected with political decisions. How can you assess the fairness in the process when political decisions are involved? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I would like to think that at the end of the day, the economic commercial investment criteria laid out in the bid process determines who will win. If that process is skewered, or set aside because of political criteria, even if it was for the US for that matter, then the process isn't open and transparent and isn't as reassuring as it could have been. At the end of the day, the best bid, based upon open and clear criteria should be the bid that wins, and I am hopeful it will be the bid that includes the American participant. 

FORUM: I am not going to insist on this any longer, but it helps us get into the next question. What is your assessment of the corruption level in this Government and the corruption level in the society after two years of this Government in power? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Given my frame of reference, I tend to evaluate levels of corruption in a country based upon the regional standard that I have in my mind. I can't tell you, since I haven't been here, that corruption has increased in the past two years, that this Govt is more corrupt than the previous. What I would like to say is that the level of corruption in Macedonia and in most of these countries still needs to be attacked. Still needs to be reduced, still needs to be addressed. These are very difficult issues, because corruption comes in many forms. You have corruption where criminal elements control entire sectors of an economy. You have corruption where Government official seeks more bribes in order to move paper-flow around. Some corruption is seen as standard operating procedure in a country, i.e. If you have to give a bribe to a doctor to get treatment. Most of the countries in this region define corruption differently than we do in the US. I put in front of you a different question. What kind of country does Macedonia want to be? What Macedonia has to do is decide what kind of country it wants to be. If you look at levels of corruption here, I think in some areas you are better off than other countries, in terms of the broad-based economic corruption, where sectors of the economy are controlled by criminal elements. I think it is fortunate that you don't see that here. You have other kinds of corruption, some of which the people in the country don't define as corruption. 

FORUM: To be completely honest, we have the standard. We do have the Government which is more reformist and more resolute on certain things which were important for Macedonia in the past year than the previous Government. On the other side, you have a lot of small things which they spoiled, they demonstrate a brutality which is unparalleled, brutality in their technology of power&hellip; This is a kind of confusion in our heads, and you said that we should choose what kind of country we want to have. We like this Government for many things, but we dislike it for a number of also very important things. 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: This Government clearly is reform oriented. The answer to the question of what kind of country this will be, visa vi the whole issue of corruption, in the end of the day can't be defined by legislation, it has to be demanded by the people. That is going to take time and effort, it is going to take economic growth. Let's be honest. Can you afford to be completely 100% clean, non-corrupted society today? Each individual person evaluates his own life in that context. They probably say, no, I can't afford that. The country isn't there yet, but the question is civil society has to continue to insist that its leadership move down the reform path to fight corruption on a day to day basis. It is not easy, I grant you that. 

FORUM: So far in Eastern European and SEE experience with reforms, we don't have a case a reelected reformist government? Whatever government was reformist, on the next elections they lost. Our feeling is that you see that this Government is reformist, and you, the diplomats, you are willing to close your eyes to some misuses of their power. That is what we are concerned about. 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: There are couple of issues here, all of which are important. Part of it is an issue of absorptive capacity. How many things can the outside community ask a young, new, very thinly staffed government to do on any given day. To be honest, I think we ask already too much - you got the IMF, the World Bank, the EU, you have NATO - everybody is asking things from these governments. It is amazing that people could keep up with the paperwork. You have to basically have a strategy of reform. What can a government do today, what can it do tomorrow, and you try to move at this basically on a continuing cycle of things. You are not going to do this all overnight. I have been thinking about this issue you said, cause I have been tracking elections in Romania as well. Reform governments tend to be replaced by different governments. Elections tend to turn governments over very quickly. I have two of my own theories about this that I have been thinking about. One is that I think there is an issue of what I am calling "reform fatigue." There is so much change and soul searching that a country can do, and then it needs to sort of take a deep breath and rest a little bit. The other, and I am being very frank with you, I think part of it is a problem of increased expectations and unfulfilled results. Governments in the region think that if they make their changes today, the international community will respond tomorrow and there will be hundreds of millions of dollars of investments coming of the planes because country A has an IMF agreement. Which is not the case. When that doesn't happen, which does not, there is a sense of let-down within the country, within governments as well, and that has an impact upon elections when they come up. The point is that reform and progress have to be made not because you expect and immediate pay off from it, but because it is the right thing to do. Those are the two reasons that may cause this kinds of constant turmoil in elections. 

FORUM: If Branko Crvenkovski, or for that matter Ljupco Georgievski, comes to your office, would you support early elections in Macedonia as an idea? What would you think about that? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: That is clearly an issue for Macedonians to decide among themselves. I think from a technical viewpoint, that there has to be some serious electoral reform done before the next elections, whenever they are. Given the experience you had in the past two elections, you have to make changes, so the people, the opposition can with good conscience say that these elections will represent the will of the people. 

FORUM: Do you think that this government is able to run the next elections? That is one of the strong points of the opposition&hellip; 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I am not willing that they are not, because they have to be tested and they have to be shown to be able to do this. I am not willing to say that they are not. However, I do respect the oppositions concern on this issues, and that concern has to be dealt with. The issue of early elections, whenever they are going to be if they even will be, is something that the electoral establishment, the political establishment has to decide on their own. What will be important is that there will be some serious electoral reforms before, whenever that is. 

FORUM: Few more questions on the Albanian camp in Macedonian politics. Would you support, the US Govt, the Stohle's University? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: We are supporting it, both financially and technically. We are supporting it quite significantly and we will stand behind it. 

FORUM: Do you see any crises in the leadership personnel among Albanians in recent times. We all know that Mr. Xhaferi has publicly said that his health is deteriorating. Are you afraid that a kind of leadership crisis can also imply some other crisis among the political establishment of Albanians? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Political crisis - potential political crisis - among parties is always a concern. I can't tell you what will be the implication of a change in personnel leadership in terms of DPA or any other party. What I can see is that the DPA has become accustomed to being in leadership positions. They have ministers in Government who are quite experienced, they do have party organizations and structures. What might be the impact of a leadership change, that is something that everybody wonders about and is concerned about. We shouldn't necessarily assume that it will be something that will be a major issue or major problem, but it is something people are concerned about. 

FORUM: Can we expect some more significant investments in Macedonian from the US? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Interestingly enough, we have had a few unanticipated queries from American investment organizations. I had a call from a contact who I've known in Romania, an American business who have heard that FENI had been sold, who had heard that this gold mine had been sold, heard that the Telecom is going, and they are wondering, well maybe there is something to look at. Remember, this is a region where not a lot of deals happen in quick succession. When someone hears that three deals are happening sort of relatively quickly and in different ways, and that deals are being respected, and concluded, people are thinking, hey, maybe there is something to do. 

FORUM: Are you satisfied with how the things are developing in Kosovo? Maybe also in connection with the situation in Southern Serbia? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: On a regional basis, changes in Belgrade have altered the dynamic in a positive way. We are quite encouraged by the role that President Kostunica is playing in this situation. the elections in Serbia this coming weekend will be critically important to the future. Having said that, the situation in Presevo valley, more than in Kosovo, is obviously something that everybody is worried about in his mind and is trying to contain. The situation in Kosovo itself. UNMIK is continuing to do some very hard work there. Continuing to try to make progress, and I have to say, I was there recently and I do see a dynamism growing. Progress is being made day by day. I think the situation in Kosovo itself clearly seems better than it was. 

FORUM: Do you feel any growing dissatisfaction among the Albanians with the NATO and KFOR? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I haven't seen any, but again, I am not there every day. I haven't myself seen that. 

FORUM: What about the situation in Southern Serbia? Do you support the Albanian factions there... 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I think US position has been very clear that we do not support extremism of any kind. We are not supporting increased tensions again, by anyone in Southern Serbia. We are moving very vigorously in support of KFOR to try to control the situation on the ground and diplomatically as well. This is a very serious issue and I don't want anyone to think that the US supports increasing tension there. 

FORUM: How close do you cooperate with Serbian Government on this issue? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: We have people in Belgrade now, we have a Charge that is there with a team, I assume that they do what diplomats do all over the world. 

FORUM: People say that personally you don't like Mr. Crvenkovski. Does that reflect your personal opninions&hellip; 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: First of all my personal view of whether I like Branko Crvenkovski or anyone else is really not relevant. Who Mike Ambassador Einik likes or dislikes has nothing to do with I do as my job. Let me just say that I have an obligation in terms of supporting US interest to have extensive contacts with Government officials and with opposition leaders. I do that. I have to say, I think Macedonia is quite fortunate that the political spectrum here tends to be very much focused around the middle. You have major political parties on both sides, although there are some real differences between them as there are between political parties in the US. They are both supporting increased movement towards Europe, into the Euro-Atlantic structures, into some sort of reform, although they define it somewhat differently. I have to say, in terms of US interests here, neither of these prospects, or political blocs frightens us by any means. The question is am I troubled if Branko Crvenkovski should win the next election and become the Prime Minister? NO, I am not. It will be his to win or lose, it will be Ljupco Georgievski's to win or lose. That is up to them. The prospect one way or the other does not frighten us at all. 

