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QUESTION:Good Evening, Mr. Ambassador. Let's begin with the first question. Do you feel safe in Macedonia? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK:It is an interesting first question. Yes, I do feel quite safe in Macedonia. 

QUESTION:How do you explain then, the big, strong concrete wall that was raised in front of your Embassy? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK:Thank you for the opportunity to clarify this. First of all, it is not a huge concrete wall. It is a part of a worldwide program of enhanced security infrastructure, on behalf of the State Department. It comes out of the known incidents of terrorist activities against U.S. interests around the world - particularly in Africa in recent years. This is a worldwide directive of increasing the level of our physical security at our missions, and we are following suit here. It does not mean that there is any specific increased terrorist threat in Macedonia at all. Again, this is a worldwide program of increasingly enhanced security, and to be very honest, you will probably see more enhancements at the U.S. mission over the years to come. This is not reflecting anything specific on Macedonia at all. 

QUESTION:You have given a very direct answer to the question of your feeling safe in Macedonia. Did you talk to your predecessor, Amb. Hill? I think that he did not feel quite safe last year, in March. The information is that he had to hide in the basement in front of the Macedonian mob outside. How can you be so certain that you feel safe? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK:The March incident is something we all have to live with, and we will continue to live with it. I will be very clear, the decision to put these concrete barriers was, again, not a specific decision made because of specific events in Macedonia, but a worldwide initiative. The events in March were deplorable. It is a mark on the history of the relationship. But I have to say, I think we have gone beyond that. The progress made by Macedonian security services that provide physical security to all diplomatic missions has been increased and enhanced. Our sense is that the situation here is comparable to other countries with the similar level of democratic development and security development. 

QUESTON:If I am not mistaken, that was the first attack on a U.S. mission after Iran 1979. The question is: What is the signal that the Macedonian Government sends if it is not capable to secure the Embassy of one of the most powerful countries in the World? How can the citizens of the state feel safe, if an Embassy is not safe, if Ministers of the Government are killed in accidents with KFOR and NATO solders? What is your comment? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK:I am not sure which of these questions I should go to first. Let me reiterate that our assessment of the security situation here, visa vi the U.S. Mission, does not suggest that we have to take any measures that go beyond our worldwide program of enhanced security for our missions. That incident is not leaving a continuing mark. What you mentioned in terms of the extremely unfortunate accident that happened in August of last year, that was a very deplorable incident. That is another mark on the relationship that we have to live with. I have to say that since then, we have worked very hard within the NATO, within the KFOR context, to deal with traffic accidents. Things of that sort. If you look at the record since August of last year, the record is much better. I know for a fact the things that KFOR is doing to increase traffic safety, and they are taking this problem very seriously. Does that say that accidents will not happen again in the future? No, they will happen. In fact, there was a very serious accident just recently where two KFOR soldiers were killed. These things are very unfortunate. It is a function, to a certain extent, to the amount of traffic on the road, the quality of infrastructure, but I am confident that, from what I understand of the actions being taken by the KFOR side, that they are working very hard to deal with these. 

Question: Mr. Ambassador, I have asked you that and the previous several questions that deal with one issue. I would like to hear your opinion. Do you think that the Government of Macedonia succeeds in exerting control over the whole territory of the state and to provide a high level of security for its citizens? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Every Government in the World has to provide a level of confidence to its population. That is obligation of our Government in the United States, that's the obligation of the Macedonian Government here. I understand, and we are working with the Macedonian government to increase the ability of your security services, as other countries are working with you. To increase the ability of the security services to control the Macedonian territory. I have to say, from an objective view, stepping back for a second, I am really not sure that I agree with the view that the incidents that we have seen in the border, particularly in the past few days call into question and threaten the survivability of the state. I think that it is a bit of an exaggerated view. That border between Macedonia and Kosovo is difficult to control. I think it would be impossible to eliminate all smuggling incidents across that border. To jump from that to claim that that is threatening the survivability of the state, I think is a bit far of a jump. 

QUESTION:There has been a lot of speculation about the letter that Ms. Albright sent to the Prime Minister. Why this timing in terms of sending that letter? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: The letter that you are referring to is one facet of a continuing relationship that we have with this Government, and that we had with the previous Government. We will have that relationship with all future Governments, I am sure. We are in constant contact, at different levels, with the Government authorities, with the Presidency as well. This contact is done partly by myself and other members of my mission with individuals in the Government, the Parliament and the Presidency. Part of it is done by communications that come from Washington, from us that we initiate. Sometimes it is you that initiate them. This is not an extraordinary, out of the ordinary event. It is part of our continuing close relationship. 

QUESTION:Mr. Ambassador, let's take it that is quite normal to send letters like that. However, the question is, why now? Do you try to show your favorite in the Macedonian politics with that letter? How would you comment on the accusations that with this letter, the U.S. Government and the Secretary of State, in a sense, try to throw a life vest to the Prime Minister? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: That is an interesting argument, but I don't accept it. The history of diplomacy for the past five thousand years is when one country comments on the actions of another, either expressing approval, or unhappiness. The timing of the letter was related to two things. One, expressing appreciation on the part of the Secretary for the Prime Minister's exercise of what we see as positive, useful leadership in his actions to go to Pristina, to announce the possibility of Macedonia opening some sort of representation there. We think that those are positive steps. The second aspect was to express our sense that the process of economic transformation reform here is been accelerating, that there are hard things yet to do, and that we are expressing encouragement in that process. To be honest, we see that as common diplomatic activities, and it is something that the Secretary does everyday with a lot of different heads of state, heads of Government in this case. 

QUESTION:Yes, but you will agree that the timing was rather precisely chosen. We have an announced vote for non-confidence for the Macedonian Government at the end of the month. On the other hand, the opposition has gained enormous momentum. According to the latest polls, no Macedonian Government in the last six years has had such low ratings. In the middle of all that, the letter arrived. I absolutely agree that that procedure is normal. We get an impression that the U.S. Government, the U.S. Embassy here, the Secretary of State try to intervene here in a key political moment in Macedonia. The opposition accuses you of that. How would you comment those accusations? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK:I can tell you very clearly and firmly that neither the timing of the letter, nor the text of the letter was related to, or specifically focused on any upcoming electoral process here in Macedonia. If we had to, and tried to focus on such things when we engage in diplomatic exchange, the whole process would be frozen. Anything that any Government does with another Government, when it is looked at from a domestic viewpoint, can be or might be perceived as somehow interfering in that process. You can argue the same thing when the Macedonian Government does something. When, for example, the President called in myself and the other NATO ambassadors to make some points, probably and clearly justifiably in terms of the need to increase security along the border using KFOR and NATO forces. That does not have an impact internally, domestically in the U.S. given the fact that we are having a debate between the Senate and the Administration on how much exposed we should be in Kosovo, and you can argue that it interferes in our internal politics and affairs. We also have an election coming up. If we started playing those games, all the diplomats might as well go home. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, what would be your judgement of the Prime Minister's visit to Kosovo? Did you encourage him to do that in your meetings? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: We do not usually comment on specific meetings we do have with senior government officials anywhere. I would just say in this case that I did not have, or no one at my mission or in Washington, any discussion with the Prime Minister about his trip to Kosovo. 

QUESTION: How would you estimate the stability of the Government coalition at this moment? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK:When you say "the stability of the Government coalition," do you think of the chances that there will be early elections or its ability to carry out its mandate? 

QUESTION: I think of the political ratings and the relations within the coalition&hellip; Do you think that the coalition has the needed ratings to continue to rule Macedonia? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I see the public opinion polls. We also see and observe the progress of the Government program, the legislative program, the legislation being passed, Government decisions being made. What we see is a very active, aggressive program of reform in support of Macedonia's stated objectives to enter Euro-Atlantic structures like NATO and EU. To be honest, whether or not you have early election or this coalition will last out its mandate is something that I am not spending a lot of time, by any means, worrying about. 

QUESTION:Can you explain to us in more detail, what is your idea of "the architect of economic reforms in the region." If I am not mistaken, you said that in Ohrid last week. 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: We have seen, since the Kosovo crisis, the reengagement between the Government and the World Bank and the IMF that may well lead to new agreements before the end of this year, possibly even earlier. Again, I don't want to get into having to defend the Government's program. That is its own job to do. We have seen laws being passed, regulations moving forward that bring Macedonia closer to EU standards and closer to the other transforming economies in the region. But it is not my job to sit here and try to defend specific action of this Government, visa vi actions in the Press or the media. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, did you, as U.S. Ambassador here, try to save the Governing coalition here after the Presidential Elections last year? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: It is not my job to save any specific coalition. What we are here to do is support democracy, to help support reform. We do that because it is in the U.S. national interest, and I work for the U.S. What is fortunate in this case is that our interests and the expressed interests of every major political party in the political spectrum here, including the opposition, coincide. We want for Macedonia what this Government wants and what the opposition says that it wants. I do not see any difficulty when we speak out in support of the reform effort. We do not see that, and we don't want to see that we are seen as trying to save a coalition. That is not my job. 

QUESTION: What is your comment on the accusation coming from the opposition after such praise that you have given to the Government? Did you talk with the opposition? Are you surprised by their criticism? Also, in that context, how do you estimate the request for early elections in Macedonia? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: We have, what I would like to think, a good relationship with all major political parties here, including the main opposition parties. To a certain extent, I think, it is Macedonia's strength, that any conceivable coalition that we see coming into power as a result of an early election, of regularly scheduled election, to be honest, does not trouble us. Any conceivable configuration that we judge as possible, we firmly believe will continue the commitment to reform, to joining NATO, to joining to the EU, to continuing to work on the interethnic relations. We clearly support this Government's reform program. Again, it is not my place to be afraid of early elections. Democracy runs its course in every country, and it will be to the people of Macedonia to decide whether there will be early elections or regular scheduled elections. 

QUESTION: How do you comment the criticism directed at the Macedonian opposition and its alleged anti-Western and anti-American sentiments? Do you see the last public appearances of the opposition, for instance the speech of Crvenkovski in Ohrid, as confirmation of that? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: As I don't want to try to defend the ruling coalition, nor do I necessarily want to defend the opposition. This is politics as it is run. I do not judge the opposition to be anti-American, I do not judge the opposition to be anti-Albanian. I judge the opposition to be a vibrant, active group of political parties that are contesting for the right to rule Macedonia, as we are doing today between the Republicans and the Democrats in the U.S. Democracy, once you accept it, has a life of its own and you shouldn't be afraid from that life to run itself out. That is not to say that I agree with everything that the opposition said in Ohrid or anywhere else, not that we always agree with the Government either. That is how politics is run. 

QUESTION:Mr. Ambassador, your colleague, Pinto Teixeira, had trouble with some of his latest activities. Naser Ziberi from the PDP said for the Macedonian media that they discussed with Mr. Teixeira, and they sort of reviewed the alternative in Macedonia, in terms of coalition between Albanian and Macedonian party, that could replace the current ruling coalition. That was half denied, half confirmed, with Teixeira saying that it was not intended to be made public, but I would like to ask you: Has the diplomatic corps in Macedonia started thinking about an alternative to the current coalition? Don't you have the impression that both you and your colleagues have started to improve relations with the opposition? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I can't speak for any of my colleagues. I will let them speak for themselves. I will repeat that I would like to think, and I work hard to ensure that we reach out periodically, on a regular basis, to engage the opposition. People on my staff do that as well. I want to be sure that, whether or not the opposition necessarily agrees with what we do, that they understand why we do things and what our position is. I have to say that I am not afraid of engaging the opposition at all, and as I say, I am not afraid of the democratic process playing itself out as it should. If the opposition decides that it wants to have periodic demonstrations, that is its prerogative. It energizes people to get engaged in the democratic process. That should not be seen as a threat to democracy by any means. The opposition has a prerogative to try to bring in a vote of no-confidence in the Parliament. That again is a part of the democratic process and its prerogative. The Government that obviously has the Parliament majority has the right to contest that and should contest that. In the end, the process will work out as democracy demands in Macedonia, as it demands in the U.S. and anywhere else in the World. I am not troubled, nor do we feel threatened by an act of vigorous opposition and democratic process in Macedonia. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, how would you judge the current interethnic relations in the state. Do you think that they start to boil over, not only from political, but also because of practical reasons? Organization of paramilitary units in the state was announced. That is not denied all that energetically. The impression is that there is something going on, after all. Do you think that it can cause destabilization and threaten the security of the state and its integrity? Do you have any intelligence in that regard, that is what I wanted to ask? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I, in fact, have only received the information on this through the press. I have not seen this plan that is referred to in the press. The international community, the United States, is and has been, and will continue to be concerned and interested about the national security of Macedonia. We do that for obvious reasons. Macedonia is an important regional country, in terms of providing stability for the Balkans. It is an important partner in our efforts in bringing stability to Kosovo as well. It is an important player in the Stability Pact process. We are very concerned about the security of Macedonia. Obviously, any growth of paramilitary organizations that threaten the existence of Macedonia is something to be concerned about, very much so. I can't comment on the accusations made in this report that such organizations and entities have already taken hold and operate in Macedonia. I have not seen the actual report. But I would say that we are working very closely with the Macedonian Ministry of Defense, with the Ministry of Interior, providing training, helping with equipment, and I have to say, the MOD submitted, on behalf of Macedonia, a very professional, sophisticated MAP to NATO that defines the path forward. The Ministry of Interior received quite good marks from our experts who have been here to give an assessment. The personnel that the Ministry has, they are good people, intelligent, they want to do their job. The problems are in the shortages of equipment, shortages of specific training, and we are trying to help in this area. The international community has been here a long time. UNPREDEP has been here and it played a very important role in securing the safety of the country, and let's be honest, NATO is here in a big way. Some people may feel that it is an uncomfortable relationship, but it is a relationship that contributes in a significant way to the security of Macedonia. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, Mr. Xhaferi, one of the coalition partners, recently gave an interview in which he said, allow me to paraphrase, there was no conflict between the Macedonian and Albanians in the last ten years, and he explained it as a result of a certain balance between the two groups. That no one could have won such a conflict. Do you think that that balance is slowly destroyed? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: You are talking about the balance between the Macedonians and the Albanians? That is clearly an issue and a question if you look at the media. It is on everyone's mind. When we look at it, what we see is a country that has consistently tried to bring the two major ethnic groups together in Government coalitions. To be honest, the arithmetic demands that. What kind of balance, and weighing the two thing, is one high or low, I am not sure that I could do that. What is important for Macedonia and its future is that both of these groups, the majority and the minority, continue to seek progress on issues of concern to it through the democratic process. That is the main thing. We have shown in Kosovo, when either side there has moved out of using legitimate processes of grievance to forward their views that we have reacted. Macedonia is unique in the region by consistently trying to work these issues out by peaceful democratic means. It is not easy. I can understand the level of uncomfortableness that people may have over these issues. Because they are difficult and hard and uneasy, it doesn't mean that you should jump to say that they are impossible. Hard doesn't mean impossible. Democracy is hard, there is no question about it. You look at the history of the U.S., but that doesn't mean it is impossible and that doesn't mean it's not worth doing. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, I would like to have your comment on one thesis, very current after the Presidential elections, and it is heated again over the last few days. It says that the current Government coalition takes the interethnic relations in a direction where the two entities, the Macedonians and the Albanians will live one apart from the other, without any point of contact. Concretely, that after the presidential elections, Mr. Xhaferi draw out the line of his power and rule in visa vi the Macedonian Government? Do you fear that it could lead to a certain separation, I don't know what to call it&hellip; 

AMBASSADOR EINIK:I have to say, personally it does. I mean, let's leave aside U.S. policy. As an American who has lived through the Civil Rights Movement in the U.S. in the 1960's - I grew up through that process - we have come out of that focused on the issue of what we call integration. Not coexistence, and that is sort of the American perception of how different ethnic groups should live. We have made tremendous progress in the United States in what we call integration. We are still far from having what a lot of other people feel is sufficient, and there is still a lot of concern about his when you look at the U.S. media. Even today, for example, a sign of tremendous progress: state prosecutors in the South are going back and looking at cases, some of which are forty years old, to reopen cases that were not tried when civil rights workers were attacked in the South. Forty years later, people are feeling the need to go back and reopen those cases, because they need to do that, they need to come to grips with the issue. What is the right model for Macedonia and the region in terms of the interethnic relations? I don't know. I can't say that it is valid to impose the model that we use. I don't see that model developing here, to be very honest. I don't know what the future will bring for the interethnic relations in Macedonia. I think the key is, and I keep going back to this, that as long as the two sides push their agendas through the democratic process, you have to be safe. That doesn't mean that you will be completely comfortable. That doesn't mean that it is going to be neat and easy. Open societies are not neat and easy. They are very hard. I would say that this would probably be the most difficult issue that Macedonia confronts over the next generation. You will make progress, there will be mistakes made. We have had that experience as well. This will constantly be something that you are engaging on, and it won't be something that you reach a concrete solution and say: OK, today we've solved the interethnic problem in Macedonia, we can all rest easy! To be frank, I don't think that will ever happen. You will be addressing this issue and working on these issues for generations to come. But I think that the security of Macedonia as a state will depend upon the continued agreement and willingness of both sides to deal with these issues through a democratic means. 

QUESTON: Mr. Ambassador, does the American factor that works in the region feel that Mr. Xhaferi is becoming too dominant, not only in Macedonia, but also in the region. Is it true that he is somehow being sent messages to slow down a bit, to lay low, to stop imposing himself as a factor of a certain pan-Albanian action? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: First of all, I will be very honest, I do see Mr. Xhaferi from time to time, as I see important people in the Government, the oppositions as well, other coalition members. That is my job. That does not mean that we do any strategizing with any of these individuals, nor do we try to fine-tune for example what any of them might do. What I do, and do it very consciously, is to continue to express what U.S. interests are, what our view is on the process that is on the way. Mr. Xhaferi clearly is an important player in the Government coalition as a head of one of the coalition parties. I have to say, I spend more time talking to Government officials, to the Prime Minister, ministers, people in the Presidency, Parliament, etc. We are discussing the reality of the actual Governing process in terms of showing support for the reforms. Speaking out in terms of support for democracy. There is not any special relationship that we have with Xhaferi as compared with anyone else. I am not sure what I can say about his regional role. I am representing the U.S. here in Macedonia and we talk to him and others about the situation in Macedonia. 

QUESTION: Do you think that it would be impossible to form a Government without Xhaferi? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: When you look at the arithmetic and you look at the past relative supports of the two major opposition and coalition parties, the arithmetic suggest that it is hard to form a ruling coalition without having some Albanian participation. The previous Government saw that and had an Albanian partner. We support that process very much. We think it is very important that Albanian political parties are represented in Government coalitions. To say that means, again, that we are supporting Xhaferi and his specific political party over any other political party, that is not true. I think that the more political parties there are among the Albanian segment of the population, probably the healthier it is for the democracy. Where we see right now, Mr. Xhaferi's party is an important member of the coalition and we talk to individuals in that party in support of what we see as U.S. interests in Macedonia as well. 

QUESTION: How do you evaluate the level of a certain criminalization, gray economic activities between Kosovo, Macedonia and Albania? Do you think that it slowly gets out of control, thus becoming a danger in terms of criminalization of the whole region? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: This is probably the most important question that the region will face in the next decade. The criminalization of the former socialist countries, going all the way East, is very important. It has to be dealt with in a regional way. We recognize that. To be honest, I think that the situation in Macedonia is probably better than in some of the other countries, when you talk about the potential criminalization of the entire economy. I am troubled, as everyone is, by the increase of the pure criminal element that is developing in the region. Trafficking in drugs, weapons. Trafficking in women, a terrible crime. That is horrendous, that is slavery. The world should not allow those sorts of crimes to continue. 

QUESTION: Lately, if you would let me interrupt, also in cigarettes and oil? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Yes. We are working with all the countries in the region. To be honest, it is unfortunate that probably the criminals have better technology and are more globalized, and probably more on the Internet, than we are. This is the fight that has to be fought in the years ahead. It has to be fought in Macedonia, clearly, it has to be fought in other countries in the region: Albania, Kosovo. It has to be fought in Yugoslavia, where to a certain extent, you are much closer to the criminalization of the entire economy. All countries have to deal with these issues, and we are working closely with Macedonia and the others to come to grips with it. This will be a problem for years to come. 

QUESTION: What do you think, where is the center of that crime, Kosovo, Albania, Macedonia? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: The issue of criminal centers in the region is obviously an issue that needs to be dealt with. When you look at the Government infrastructure in Albania, which is what you are getting at I believe, when you look at the situation that still exists in Kosovo, you could see that the Government infrastructures are weak enough that they do provide a vacuum that alows criminal groups to take root. I know we are working very much in both cases, in both areas to try to reduce that vacuum. Part of the problem is the high unemployment of young people, for example. That is really a worldwide problem. There are many young people in the World that have gone through military situations and have very little understanding of how else to do things. These young people, be they from this part of the World, be they from the MidEast, from Africa, need to be shown a different way to move forward. They need to be shown that there are other possibilities. Clearly, the region is too close to crime. It is an issue that is important, that has to be dealt with. I would like to say that, if you look at Macedonia by itself, the situation is not nearly as bad. Neither in the sense of criminalization of the economy, but also in the sense of being a center for crime. 

QUESTION: We have reached the second part of our discussion, and to the issue of instability in Kosovo and the possibilities for spillover of that instability into Macedonia. Prior to that, I would want to discuss something else. A month ago, the Greek Minister for Foreign Affairs, Mr. Papandreou said publicly that the stability of Macedonia is under a serious threat, and that EU should take the necessary measures and activities to guarantee the integrity and stability of Macedonia. If that question is raised at such a high level, does it mean that the situation has gone too far, so that Europe and its structures have to guarantee the security of the state? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Let me say that the security and the future of Macedonia is critical to bringing stability of the region. That is correct. It is incumbent and important for the international community to help secure that security, and to help isolate Macedonia from any spillover effects from Kosovo. To a large extent, I would tend to agree. 

QUESTOIN: Could you comment the latest event involving Kosovo and Macedonia. Four times in the last several weeks we had a military actions there. Shootings on the both sides of the border, Macedonian President Trajkovski called for an urgent session of the UN Security Council. It raised the whole problem at a much higher level. You have talked to President Trajkovski, you have information on what is going on daily, since Macedonian authorities are trying to take away from the urgency of the situation. I would like to have your opinion on all that&hellip; 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: That would be a decision, if it ever came up - and we are talking about speculations, that would be decided in Washington, and there is no sense in trying to speculate on the circumstances. The President did raise this issue with us at the highest level. I have consulted with Washington on this, we have consulted with Brussels, with other partners, and we are engaged with the Government and the Ministry of Defense to try to deal with those concerns. I noted today that the President has indicated that he felt that the situation on the border has stabilized, and was not threatening the stability or the system of the country. 

QUESTION: What do you think, is a state, which has publicly admitted that it is unable to provide for the security of its northern border, a relevant partner for NATO membership, in some foreseeable future? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Macedonia is moving down a path to be considered for NATO when that process moves in that direction. The Government is working hard to, first, have developed, and now to carry out an important and relevant Membership Action Plan that carries the country in the right direction. Again, I am uncomfortable with the fact that you are taking this incident and defining it as something that I am not sure I can agree with. That would be the same that illegal aliens coming across the United States border threaten the survivability of the United States and what do I think about that? It is an important consideration, it is an important issue. No question. Macedonians has to feel secure in their own borders. But to jump from that to say that the incidents we have seen today threaten the potentiality of Macedonia getting into NATO, I think is drawing too much and too long-term perspective out of this. 

QUESTION: I would like a direct answer. Do you think that the Government of Macedonia is capable of controlling its northern border? This series of incidents, kidnapping of soldiers, shots fired at them&hellip; That it is not capable of putting a barrier to all those activities? Can a state that admits publicly that it is not capable of taking such action is ready for NATO membership? That was my question. 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Let's go around this one more time. Macedonia is not ready to get into NATO today. I am not sure that there is anyone who says that it is. That is not even in my mind. That is not the question. NATO is an issue that Macedonia has to address over the medium term, and clearly move in that direction. The current security of the border and Macedonians' perceptions of their own security within the borders is an issue that has to be dealt with today. I am not sure I see the value in linking that to NATO. Yes, I agree with you, Macedonia is not eligible, is not ready to join NATO today, but we are not inviting Macedonia to join NATO today. The question is will Macedonia be ready to join NATO when NATO extends an invitation? That is the critical question in that area. The need to secure its borders and to have its population feel secure within those borders is the important question that has to be addressed today. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, does the international community control the situation in Kosovo? How would you estimate the action against Yugoslavia one-year after the event? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I agree that it is a valid time to take stock of where we are. Clearly, everyone would hope, and would have hoped that we would be further along in the process of stabilizing Kosovo than we are today. On the other hand, knowing the efforts that have gone under way there, I think you should also look at the amount that has been done. People have gone back to their homes. People have begun to rebuild their lives. Legitimate structures are beginning to develop. Local elections will be held before the end of the year. It is not something that you could say, clearly shows that we have eliminated all the opponents. Who can say that? Either you can look at all the things that yet have to be done, and I am not denying those, but you also have to look at the fact that the people are in Kosovo, living their lives, trying to stabilize themselves. We are working very hard to bring legitimate structures to existence in Kosovo, and we will continue to work in that direction. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, how would you define the current international status of Kosovo? What is Kosovo today? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Kosovo today is an area that is being administrated under a UN Resolution, that has UN Administration supported by troops from the international community, with the task of building a stable, democratic, economically viable Kosovo. Its final status&hellip; I know where are you going with the question, and I wish I had a clear answer. The issue of the future legal status of Kosovo will come out of the UN 1244 process. 

QUESTION: How long with the current situation in Kosovo remain? How long will the implementation of democracy and institutions of the system? Some estimates go for ten, twenty or more years&hellip; 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: What do you think? 

QUESTION: Well, Mr. Ambassador, I was not the one that decided to start NATO attack on Kosovo. It is presumed that the strategists from your state, and from the other NATO states had some idea how long will it last and what the final outcome will be. All I could do was listen the planes flying over my head, all the while being told that those were helicopters&hellip; 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Let's say that the process, and the success in carrying that process forward will decide and should decide that timeframe. That timeframe will be determined by events in Belgrade as well, and when the inevitable democratization of Belgrade happens, that will have impact on the timeframe. I don't think it's in Macedonia's interest to set a specific short timeframe to resolve this issue. Macedonia's interest, in my mind, is in having a stable, secure area to its North, regardless of its eventual legal status. The process that is underway in Kosovo, regardless of how it turns out in the end legally, is important for security of Macedonia. In the end of the day, whatever its legal status isn't going to be as important as whether or not it is center for criminalization. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, at this moment, which are Macedonia's neighbors to the North? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Right now your neighbor on the North is Yugoslavia and a territory, an area that is being administered by the United Nations, but has not become a sovereign, separate entity on its own. I am not sure what phrase you want to use. Any phrase you use has legal and political implications, but it is an area, still of Yugoslavia, administrated under UN authorized decision. 

QUESTION: Do you think that Milosevic's ousting in Belgrade will be the decisive factor of the tempo, the model, and the directions that the Kosovo crisis will take? Is it true that, for as long as Mr. Milosevic is at the head of Yugoslavia, Kosovo will be held in a stand by situation? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: It is hard for me to see a resolution of that final issue of what is Kosovo, as long as Yugoslavia, Belgrade has not become a democratic state. Democracy is taking hold in the region. Look at the recent elections just the other day in Montenegro. That was an expression of democracy. It was done in a peaceful way. Both sides acknowledged the results and are trying to move forward. 

QUESTION: Can we make a comparison between Montenegro and Macedonia? You said that the elections in Montenegro were peaceful and that that is an expression of democracy. Macedonia had tumultuous presidential elections. Is that an expression of non-democracy? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I do not see that as the case at all. I can't tell you about the specifics of the election in Montenegro. What I have seen is the fact that there were different decisions made, and both sides acknowledged them. That happened here as well. Democracy grows by the experience. At the end of the day, the people have to be comfortable that that process works and that it represents the will of the people. If the people feel that any election does not do that, that needs to be addressed. Democracy demands that people have confidence in it. 

QUESTION: Is the U.S. position of not changing borders in the Balkans still valid. Does your state plan to keep standing at that position? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: That has been our position. It's been the way we have looked at, let's call it the Yugoslav crisis for ten years. There continues to be concern about the issue of potential change of borders. I personally do not support them. I think we have established a policy that has been consistent and that we have to see it to its ultimate conclusion. The borders of Macedonian should be the same now and for always. You've got to have that sense of continuity and stability and take those issues of the table if a country wants to move forward. 

QUESTION: Let's comment on one thesis given by Mr. Xhaferi. He says that if there are 15 Slavic state, if there are 15 Arabic states, why there would be no three Albanian states in the Balkans? Although that might be out of your competence, I would like have your opinion whether we could expect that in some foreseeable future Kosovo could become independent state? 

AMASSADOR EINIK: This is a very valid argument. This is the kind of argument we should be debating. Let me try to make it clear. We have not taken a decision on the final resolution of the legal status of Kosovo. To a certain extent, the legal status of what that entity becomes is not as important for Macedonia as what kind of entity that is. If it becomes, or if it continues to be a center for criminalization and destabilization in the region, it doesn't matter what the legal status is, it is a danger for Macedonia. The need for Macedonia is that, whatever that is north of its border, to contribute to the region's and to Macedonia's security and not to detract from it. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, if we explain the NATO intervention in Yugoslavia with the wish to stop a terror of the Serbian policy over the peaceful and unarmed Albanian population, said roughly, can we now expect a more strict and more determined action by the international community to stop the latest ethnic cleansing in Kosovo. It is a fact that the non-Albanian population started leaving Kosovo en masse. That is a very bad signal that emanates from Kosovo throughout the region. Don't you think that it is the highest time to stop that signal? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Anything from either side that takes away from the development of Government structures that reduces the confidence of the citizens of the area to live in peace in that area is a concern of ours. It is something we have dealt with. Actions have been taken in several cases to deal with that visa vi Albanian actions against the Serbs in Kosovo. We feel very strongly about this. To be honest, I am not sure that I would equate the two. What we were talking about the first case was state action against a sizable segment of its own population. The unique thing about Yugoslavia, which I think is very important, was that the international community made a decision that a state's ability to persecute and to attack its own citizenry was going to be limited by international law and by the United Nations. I do not equate that with what you see in Kosovo. That is not to say that what you are seeing in Kosovo is going to be condoned by us, or is not going to be resisted and worked to change. But I do not equate the two together. 

QUESTION: Mr. Ambassador, is there a danger that some of those militant formations in Kosovo, which are disarmed but not completely, could overflow in Macedonia, if we presume that the international community will increase the pressure in Kosovo. Kosovo could become too small for those structures. Would then it be possible to find another soft tissue, let's say, where that militant and other structure would spill over and take root in Western Macedonia. How can we stop that, and is there such a danger? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: The danger of, let's call it spillover from Kosovo, or from Yugoslavia for that matter - this could be not necessarily just from Kosovo - is of concern. The need to protect Macedonia from that spillover effect is something that is very important to us. The need to reduce the ability of any paramilitary organizations to take root in Macedonia that would threaten the instruments of authority here and of the people, have to be dealt with. We are working through our assistance programs, as the other countries are, to strengthens Macedonian ability to protect itself from this threat, which is potentially a real threat. The presence of KFOR and NATO in the region and in Macedonia obviously provides you with some security from such threats. But, low level activities similar to what we have experienced on the border in the recent past, be they criminal elements, or political elements, do increase people's feeling of lack of confidence and security. They have to be dealt with, and I hope to think that we are dealing with them. 

QUESTION: The U.S. is having Presidential Elections this Fall. Do you think that there is a possibility, and I would not try to make any prognosis in terms of who will win, for a restructuring of the American position no only in terms of NATO intervention in Kosovo, but also in the region as a whole. Whether some lessons from that intervention, it was after all the first intervention against a sovereign state, would strengthen those structures in Washington and in the U.S. that would in a some way reduce the military interventionism? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I was wondering if you would get to this question. I have to say, I have been in this business for almost 30 years. I have worked for Republican administrations, I have worked for Democratic administrations, and I haven't added it up in terms for which I have worked longer. Consistently, because of the nature of the U.S. system, presidential elections in the U.S., even if they mean a change of political party, generally do not result in a major departures from existing policy. Particularly ones that include large U.S. commitments of troops whose presence have to be carefully considered. I can't speculate on who will win the election, and it is early to speculate on what policies any particular new administration will have, but history and the nature of our system suggests and makes it unlikely to predict that we would make a major shift in our policy in the Balkans or anywhere else for that matter. 

QUESTION: So you do not expect that the U.S. presence in the region will move in the direction of slowing down, and that we could not expect that those U.S. position will be weakened. The second question would be if there are some differences within the allies in terms of the future not only of Kosovo, but of Macedonia and the region in general? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I find it doubtful to believe that the election will result in a major departure from where we are now. Remember, we are not having just presidential election, we also have parliamentary elections at the same time, the entire House of Representatives is changed and one third of the Senate. There will be a new dynamic in Washington in any case. That to a certain extent tends to balance differing views that tends to lead to a continuity in position. In terms of our relations with other allies in this area, we are closely engaged bilaterally with the European countries, clearly within Brussels with the EU, within NATO as well. Let step back from the region for a moment. There are important negotiations going on about the future of the military, security relationship and balance between the EU, NATO, and to a certain extent with the U.S. as well. That is going to be a very important debate that is going to play out during the next few years. The actions we have taken in the region, and the actions we will continue to take will be done in coordination with other allies within the framework of NATO and UN decisions. 

QUESTION: It seems now that, after a longer absence, China is back again. The visit of Mr. Lee Peng to Belgrade, Croatia and Slovenia literally confirms that. On the other hand, the coming of Mr. Putin at the head of Russia gives the impression that the Russian foreign policy somehow begins to redefine its relations in terms of the Balkans, in terms of Serbia and the crisis in the region. There is increasing criticism coming from Moscow. Can we discuss the future of the region and Macedonia, having in mind that Macedonian relations with China are non-existent. Does that make our position rather handicapped, in terms of the return of China and Russia in the region? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Let me get through this very quickly, because there is a lot here. Beijing knows and knew about our view on limiting high level contacts with Belgrade and they made their decision on their own interests and views. We feel that the more the international community stays away from engaging the Milosevic regime, the more likely and the quicker the inevitable transformation will happen. The coming to power of Mr. Putin in Moscow is very important, for Macedonia, for the region and for the World. We are engaging with him at the highest level, as you know, and that is an important relationship that we will continue to develop and it is important to make Moscow a viable partner in issues that we have common concern and interest. Whether or not your position on Taiwan, on China will play into that, I am not sure I know. 

QUESTION: Don't you think that our decision to recognize Taiwan can create us problems in the future. We have negotiations with the EU that are under way, other trends. The region is being redefined? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I think that Macedonia's future will be defined more by its role in the region, the role it plays in strengthening its relationship with its neighbors. It is going to be defined by its progress in developing increasingly strong democratic instruments, experienced by your elections, by your economic reform, by what you do within your country and within the region. The issue of your relations between China and Taiwan and impact that that might have, I think that is marginal. 

QUESTION: One year ago, a new group of politicians in the region was established, considered very close to the U.S. interests in the region. Mr. Gjukanovic in Montenegro, then Pandeli Majko in Albania, Hashim Thaqi in Kosovo, Kostov in Bulgaria, Georgievski in Skopje. Today we have a situation when a better part of them, if not all, are faced with serious political problems that are serious threat for their political engagement. Majko is not Prime Minister of Albania anymore, Gjukanovic won in Podgorica but lost in Herceg Novi, Hashim Thaqi is not the most popular leader in Kosovo anymore, Georgievski has its ratings plunging, Kostov is facing a non-confidence vote - he could lose the next elections just as he lost the local elections last year. Is the U.S. model for the region failing, or is it that you have chosen wrong people to make it work? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Where do you really expect me to jump into that? Come on. I would like to turn everything that you said around and back to you. I know that there is a tendency to personalize foreign policy and interests in the region. I can assure you that we don't sit around in Washington saying, OK, this country and this person is going to be the U.S. favorite instrument. What we do seek is to support the democratic process, and I keep going back to that. If Macedonia decides to have an early election tomorrow, and the result is a different coalition than what you have today, I have to tell you, I will not use any sleep. We will begin to work as we worked with this Government, with any coalition, and I am not saying who will be in that coalition. That does not scare us. The elections in Montenegro, I would like to look at them as a victory for democracy. They were done peacefully, the OSCE suggests that they were done within acceptable parameters, and most importantly, both sides acknowledged the result. That is a success. We need to move away from the sense that we a picking favorite instruments in this region, or any other region. We need to get beyond that to look at the strengthening of the democratic process in all the countries. 

QUESTION: For the very end. Do you see Macedonia's future in the region of Western Balkans? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: Where are you going to move it? I am not sure I understand. I don't particularly use the phrase Western Balkans. I see Macedonia in the future playing a pivotal role, politically and economically in what I would like to call Southeastern Europe. In a band that basically moves from Ljubljana, around including Northern Greece, moving up through Yugoslavia, basically all the way to Romania as well. That this becomes a region of stability and democracy. To be honest, I have a rather optimistic view of the future, several years out. You got a lot to do. Remember, it has only been ten years. We would all like to have had a lot more done in those ten years. If you look at where you are, in terms of the democratic process, I think you have made tremendous strides. I personally think that more could have been done in terms of economic reform throughout the region, but, progress is being made as well. I see Macedonia in the future being an important regional player in Southeastern Europe. 

QUESTION: Can we end the show on this optimistic note that you have just made. I would ask you for a brief evaluation. Can we expect new military activities in the Balkans and in Macedonia in the next few years? What do the Intelligence services say, roughly? 

AMBASSADOR EINIK: I would like to think that the tragic drama that has resulted out of the breakup of Yugoslavia, that has caused too many wars, too many fatalities, too many refugees, that that violent drama has ended. And that the final acts that bring us to a stable democratic platform in the region will happen peacefully. I would like to think that they will. Events in Montenegro suggest that they are trying to do that there as well. But for me to assure you that we will avoid any more violent drama which would be terrible for the region&hellip; Being an optimist, I would like to be able to say that, but it is going to be very difficult and we all will have to be working very hard to ensure that it happens that way. 

