Ambassador Einik interview with Utrinski Vesnik, June 23,2000

Interviewed by Ljupco Popovski 

and Slobodanka Jovanovska 

UV: Mr. Ambassador, you said last week that the U.S. have no favorite in the politics in Macedonia, and to distance yourself even further, you did not go to the reception on the occasion of the 10th anniversary of the ruling Party. Yet, Ms. Albright's letter has disturbed the political opposition in the country, since it was understood as an attempt on the public sentiments in regard to the paramilitary affair. What was the goal of that letter? Ambassador Einik: There is a lot there. Let me try to get into grips with the question. The issue of attendance of any political party's event is something that we in the Embassy are discussing often. As a matter of policy, we have decided here that I do not attend such events for any party. Because we get a lot of these invitations for all kinds of events. I could not go to all of them, and just because we don't want to show favoritism, the decision was made that I don't go to any of them. In this case, however, we did send the number two of the Embassy, the DCM, to this particular event. We did that very consciously, but we felt that it was important to be consistent with the view that if I can't go to all of them, I shouldn't go to any of them. In terms of the letter, again, the letter is part of normal diplomatic relations that friendly countries tend to have. We do a lot of this, we don't do it for public opinion. We send these letters, these communications between the Secretary and whoever receives them. The point about making them public is usually dependent on what the recipient wants to do with them. Timing is something that&hellip; You have to remember, things are always happening. Day by day, minute by minute. It is difficult not to interpret anyone of these diplomatic communications without looking into what has happened that day, but I have to say, we try to make such letters sound and valid as general communications, regardless of the specific situation. I grant you, if something dramatic had changed that would have made the letter inappropriate, we would not have delivered the letter. But we did not feel that anything had changed sufficiently that would have made sending such a letter inappropriate, because in fact, such were the events, that for us made it even more important that we supported the Prime Minister's efforts in this area. 

UV: In that letter, the Secretary of State gives support for the Prime Minister's intention to open representatives' office in Pristina. Can you, in that context, give to us the nature of the U.S. representatives' office in Pristina, and was this move of the Prime Minister Euro-American inspired, having in mind that the public has been very negative in that regard? Ambassador Einik: There are, as far as I understand, representatives offices in Pristina of some ten or more countries. The U.S. has a Liaison Office there, that is having liaison with KFOR, with UNMIK. It reaches out and deals with the political leaders of the population as well. It has political specialists, economic specialists, we have an USAID Assistance Mission in Kosovo that is ran out of that office as well. We have public affairs people there as well. We have administrative people to help manage the office. We do not perform consular services, interestingly enough, in Kosovo. 

UV: You have people there, it is normal to have representatives' office&hellip; Ambassador Einik: Yes. I don't know the exact number, but given the sizes of our missions, we have healthy number of people there. They work very hard under difficult circumstances. 

UV: You have, I think, some 5,000 American soldiers there&hellip; Ambassador Einik: The people in the mission do a lot of talking with UNMIK. We manage an assistance program there. There are hundreds of NGO's providing assistance in Kosovo, and we have relations with them as well. We do a lot of funding for assistance there. It is a big management task as well, in addition to the political relations. 

UV: So, that initiative of our Prime Minister was not European of American inspired? 

Ambassador Einik: We have urged, generally, all the leaders of the region, that there has to be a better regional coordination. Things are being done. There are constant meetings among foreign ministers, on different ministerial levels. Your country has been in the forefront of that. In that context, particularly given the number of issues that are coming up, sort of day to day issues, between Macedonia and the authorities in Kosovo, it would seem to us a natural extension of those tendencies for Macedonia to open an office, to help manage that relationship. Therefore, we continue to support that effort. 

UV: Mr. Einik, over the last couple of weeks, Macedonian public was disturbed with several border incidents and the publication of the files and reports on the existence of paramilitary organizations here. It reminded us of the numerous American guarantees for the security and stability of Macedonia, guarantees that we hear increasingly rarely in the recent days. Are those guarantees still valid? Ambassador Einik: Of course. Our commitment to the security of Macedonia continues to be firm. We do have a sizable presence in KFOR that is also in Macedonia as well. We have quite a few troops that are here as well. Macedonia continues to be important to the West, as evidenced by the EU statement you have just quoted as a support platform for our regional efforts, in terms of NATO and its activities. It is also an important player in terms of the potential success, of the future success of the Stability Pact process. It is very important that Macedonia, given its critical geographic space in the region, is secure and prosperous. 

UV: But do you think that Macedonia should take care of its borders, Macedonian Army, or KFOR has agreed to take a greater role on the border on the Kosovo side? Ambassador Einik: That is a valid question. I would have to say, my view of that is that in the end of the day, every country, every nation has to be able to protect its own borders, and its people must feel comfortable and confident that their Government, their authorities can protect their borders. I think that is important for the long term. That is not to downplay the commitment of the international community to help Macedonia, but I respect the fact that people have to feel that their country can take care of their own borders. That is why we and others spend a lot of effort, time, money and resources to help Macedonia's military transform itself into a modern, Western style military that can do just that, as well as working with the police and other law enforcement entities here to ensure that security can be maintained. 

UV: It is known that American military experts have played a great role in the preparation of ARM's MAP. It provides for a substantial limiting of the number of soldiers and equipment. The recent incidents have shown that we don't have a full capacity to provide the very thing that an army is established for - protection of the borders. What would be your comment on that reduction of the military potential of Macedonia, having in mind the surroundings which are very unstable, and why is the mission of Mr. Grifit, the head of the U.S. military team such a secret? Ambassador Einik: I think that the MAP is based upon an evaluation by Macedonia, of its real security requirements, and of its position in the region. The reality of it is that the most efficient military, increasingly these days, should be able to be highly mobile, with excellent communications, and with excellent light weapons that could respond to the kinds of threats that Macedonians see themselves facing. You are not going to deal with Macedonian border security problems with 150 tanks. That is not what you do anymore. You will deal with such threats with a highly professional, highly mobile, well equipped military force, that really, when you think about the size of Macedonia, you think about the real threat. That is essentially border security, small incursions, smuggles, criminalized elements. Those sorts of things. That makes a lot more sense. In the context of overall, regional and European perspective, anything more than that, you're really going to be talking about an issue that is having regional, European and American considerations. When you think it through, what the real threat is, and they you look at what the MAP is projecting as the right military, I think there is a good match. 

UV: Will the U.S. help Macedonia get that professional assistance? Ambassador Einik: We and others are doing just that. We have a very significant training assistance team here, that has been here for a few years and will continue to work very closely on training just those kinds of troops focusing on the border brigade, for example, and other highly specialized troops. We are spending what resources we can to help Macedonia's military have state of the art, NATO compatible communications equipment. We are working with your military to define other needs as well. We have assessment teams come out here to look at the needs, to see what more we can do. 

UV: There are the U.S. Presidential Elections coming up in November. Do you think that they may bring a change in the U.S. policy towards the region and Macedonia? We have read, for instance, George W. Bush's statements about the pull-out of the American troops from Kosovo&hellip; Ambassador Einik: I can appreciate the interest in this issue. There is no question that this is an issue that will be on people's minds until the election is completed, and until the new administration is sworn in. Right now, we are only at the beginning of the electoral campaign process. As you know, the conventions are in the summer, the campaign really begins in early September, the election is in November, with the new administration being sworn in January, mid-January in fact. All I can say is that, from past experience, and looking at the FA people that are around both presidential candidates, these are really experienced people who know the importance of the issues in front of them. If you look at historical precedent, it would seem unlikely that either of these two administrations would embark upon a major departure from existing trends. I can appreciate the curiosity and the uncertainty that this process holds, and it holds it for us as well as for you. 

UV: VMRO-DPMNE has celebrated its tenth year anniversary in a rather tense atmosphere, its ratings are very low, and there are people who already threat it as if it was already a history. How would you comment on that drastic fall in popularity, being the detached observer yourself, a role that you can afford, of course? Ambassador Einik: That is a difficult question for me to answer without getting involved in making a judgement on internal political situation. I don't think it is proper for me to comment on local polls and what they might mean for the future of this Government, or any Government. What we comment on, and need to comment on in our perspective, is what Governments do, and what we see, and what I have said we have seen is the Government working very hard to push forward a reform package in the economy, that we think is quite positive. Will it be successful or not, depends upon a lot of other things. But the initiatives that we have seen the Government taking, the laws that we see the Parliament passing, the level of development of democracy among the people in terms of the interest in these issues. We see all of that as positive. Whether or not that would translate to potential future victory in any future election on the part of this coalition or this party. That is really something that I don't feel comfortable commenting about. Nor do I think I should. 

UV: Our politics, besides the accusations for Albanophobia and Bulgarophillia, now also include the accusations of anti-Americanism, anti-NATO and anti-European sentiments. Do you feel that there is a justification for such accusations, at least in the part that is within you competencies, the sentiments towards the U.S? Ambassador Einik: When we talk about the major political parties, the main parties in the ruling coalition, and the main parties in the opposition, I do not see anything that I would classify as anti-Western in nature, nor anti-American. To a certain extent, this is a strength of Macedonia's democracy, that any perspective coalition that you could see coming to power, would project a pro-Western frame of reference. That doesn't mean that they wouldn't have different approaches to how to do reform. In Europe itself, in Western Europe, you have different political parties that have different approaches. That is the nature of democracy. We have it as well. You have conservative parties in Europe, you have socialist parties. Their approach to, often to the role of the Government in people's lives, varies. That is also the difference in the U.S. There are a lot of valid issues that differentiate political parties, and that is supported by us. That is the nature of democracy. That is where the debate should be fought out. We don't see that difference in one or the other being in the context of anti-American or anti-Western. 

UV: The international factors have already written it in stone that whoever is in Government, that Government will have to include an Albanian party for reasons of control and stability of the country. Don't you think that such a guaranteed position makes the Albanian parties too comfortable and irresponsible towards their voters, and citizens of Macedonia in general (the level of corruption in the DPA proves that)? Is it fair and democratic that one category of citizens should constantly have a representative of its interests, while a large majority (the SDSM supporter of the moment, for instance) does not have such an opportunity? Doesn't it mean that we are creating, to use the American word, positive discrimination on the behalf of one ethnicity, and giving supremacy of the ethnic over the civic society? Is it that the Albanian parties should have an exclusive right on the interests of the Albanians? Ambassador Einik: That is an interesting formulation of the question. I am not prepared to say that we think that it is necessary, or should be required, that every future coalition Government should feel obligated, or required by us to have a certain composition based on anything at all. That is counter to democratic nature. When you look at the arithmetic, it would seem unlikely, as in the past and in the future, that a ruling coalition could be formed without participation of an Albanian political party. If that could happen, and it does happen in a democratic way, that is democracy and that is fine. I think, what is important and critical, and why Macedonia is positively unique, is the continuing willingness of all ethnic components of Macedonia to forward their agendas through the democratic process. I think it is again one of the strengths and uniqueness of Macedonia, that you do have the Albanian political establishment here, political elite, either in opposition, or in the ruling coalition, pushing their agendas and interests through the democratic process. That is critically important. That is the success of Macedonia. Does that mean that we would insist in some way that there will always be an Albanian or some other party in the ruling coalition, no, we would never do that. 

UV: You can, then, imagine a Government without an Albanian party in it? Ambassador Einik: If the numbers work out that way, which would mean that you will have the Albanian political parties in opposition, as you have an Albanian political party in opposition today, that would be the nature of the democratic process as it plays out, and we would support that. 

UV: Don't you think that it would destabilize Macedonia? Ambassador Einik: That is hard to say. Again, that Government or any Government would be judged on by the West on what it actually does. How it treats its individual citizens. I use the words individual citizens consciously, not ethnic groups. How it treats the citizens of Macedonia. That is the critical thing. If you have an extremely nationalistic Government, for example, which I cant see happening, that takes measures against citizens particularly of one ethnic group, that is a whole different story. But, the possibility of having a Government that is duly elected, that leaves and Albanian or other party in opposition - as long as that Government continues to rule in a very progressive way that doesn't infringe upon the civil rights of its citizenry, that is the democratic process. 

UV: Bernard Kouchner, the head of UNMIK, drew a parallel between the mission in Kosovo and the situation in Northern Ireland and Lebanon, saying that it could last as long as those two situations. Do you agree with such a pessimistic prognosis, and do you see a possibility for a new conflict and spillover into Macedonia? We do ask this in the context of the six tons of KLA weapons and ammo found couple of days ago. After all, it is enough for a small war. The other reason is the current issue of paramilitaries here. Ambassador Einik: First of all, I think it is obvious that the international presence in Kosovo, UNMIK's presence and KFOR's presence clearly protects Macedonia. It allows time and provides assistance in developing instruments of authority in Kosovo that will move it in the direction that will help the security of Macedonia. So, I don't see why the longevity of KFOR and UNMIK in Kosovo should be perceived as negative here. In a sense it is an insurance policy for Macedonia. That the longer it is there and the longer it works on developing democratic institutions, infrastructure of the country, of the area in general, that is good for Macedonia. I don't see why that's necessarily a negative. About Mr. Kouchner's statements, I am not prepared to comment on what he said, but how different people look at the situation here is clearly derived from their own frame of reference. As Americans, our frame of reference is clearly what we have gone through in the United States, in terms of our own interethnic relations which, if you look at our history, resulted, to a large extent, in the worst war that we ever fought. The U.S. Civil War. It continues to be the defining event of the U.S. internal society for many years. It exploded again in the Civil Rights movement in the 1960's, which again was a defining point in the U.S. It continues to be something that we address every single day. Just yesterday, the U.S. Senate passed a law making it a federal offence to carry out a hate crime when a state is not willing to persecute such a crime. The issue of interethnic relations&hellip; there won't be a day when you wake up and say "Fine, the issue is behind us, it is settled, success is been declared and you forget about it." It is an issue, like with us, you will be dealing with for many years to come, because the nature of society will continue to evolve in that direction. There will be things that will be negative, as they still are in the U.S. from time to time, but the general trend, I am hopeful, will be to make progress in this. As I say, in the U.S. it continues to be something we deal with. It has been with us for a long time, and will continue to be with us for a long time. If you look at some of the things it has caused in our society, they have been extremely positive as well. 

UV: Does the international community, after the disciplining of the Serbian, intend to do something about the Albanian nationalism in Kosovo, but also in the region? Ambassador Einik: I think ethnic nationalism on the part of any ethnic group is dangerous, wherever it is. It's not the future that will get any area, any country into Europe. It is clearly a danger. It has been what has caused too many wars in the Balkans in the last decade. Ethnic nationalism is clearly a danger. Wherever it is. You can look at this seizing of weapons in Kosovo by KFOR as evidence that KFOR is working very hard to deal with it. These weapons were seized. KFOR didn't just let is sit there. They took action. They will continue to take action, I am certain of it. Ethnic cleansing of any group is something that we deplore. We are working very hard in Kosovo in particular to deal with the issue of allowing to all inhabitants of Kosovo to live where they want to live peacefully. To say it is not difficult would be clearly something that you couldn't accept. It is difficult. Will it be successful in the end? To be honest, I don't know. I really don't. But that doesn't take away from the issue and how it should be addressed here in Macedonia. You started down the right path, and it is going to be a long term phenomenon. It is not an impossible thing to do, but it is extremely hard. As long as it is done through democratic process, in a peaceful way, working as a combination of Government's, political parties' NGO's and just people on the street, you will move in the right direction. 

UV: Is there any place Slobodan Milosevic could go to? It is a sort of a paradox, but no one in Macedonia fears the possible events in Yugoslavia, although there are daily signals that after the political, we may as well see a military conclusion, maybe a civil war. What is your estimate of the situation there? What are the chances to elude a bloody end of the crisis in FRY? Ambassador Einik: Speaking first of the "New York Times" article, we have made the U.S. position very clear on that. As we have said in Washington, there is no truth to allegations that the Administration is exploring a deal by which Milosevic would be allowed to leave office with guarantees for his safety or savings. The only place Milosevic should consider traveling to is to The Hague, to face charges. There has been no change in U.S. policy and our policy is that he should and must go to The Hague to stand trial. We have been very clear that we have not engaged in discussions on these lines, and if you look at what others have said, that seems to be verified and affirmed by the other states as well. The Administration has been very clear in coming out with a very firm statement, denying this accusations, and our position is very firm. 

UV: What about the other part of the question, on the situation in Serbia after the assassination attempt on Draskovic? Everybody fears a possible civil war there? Ambassador Einik: Clearly, the need for a change and transition in Yugoslavia is extremely important for the region and for security in Europe. There is no question about that. What is the process that will create that change is very uncertain. We would like to think, and we would all hope, that process of transformation would be done through the democratic process, through support for the opposition that would eventually allow that transition to happen peacefully. For me to tell you that that is how I really think it is going to happen, that I am certain it is going to happen that way, I can't tell you that. I lived in Romania, I have seen the possibility of a Romanian transformation, how it happened there, which was very dramatic in a lot of ways. There are a lot of different possibilities. I don't think anyone could tell you with any certainty how the end game will play itself out, but I think everyone, obviously we do hope that this will happen in as peaceful way as possible. 

UV: I am not quite sure, since Milosevic has nowhere to go&hellip; Ambassador Einik: If you look at what is happening, you mentioned those assassinations, and I remember the Romanian and other examples, that the need to exert force increases as the situation deteriorates. The need to keep yourself in power undemocratically, by force begins to get greater and greater, and at some point, you can't sustain that anymore. When you think about it, a non-democratic power can only really sustain itself by increasing levels of force, and that is not sustainable over the long term. 

UV: President Trajkovski has said that he was invited to visit the U.S. officially. The last term mentioned was June, but nothing happens yet&hellip; Any comment? Was it cancelled? Ambassador Einik: No, it was not cancelled at all. We continue to work on scheduling a visit, the issue really is the timing. The White House continues to seek a time, an opening on the President's agenda to allow such a visit. I have to say, no time has been set yet, but from our side, we continue to look towards a visit down the road, but we are not ready to put a set time yet on what the date will be for that appointment. 

UV: Is there any truth that it is the American capital that is most interested in the construction of the AMBO pipeline. Can we realize this project that is so important for Macedonia? Ambassador Einik: The AMBO pipeline has received assistance from the U.S. Government. We helped fund the feasibility study which has recently been completed. The project now will be seeking the commercial, economic backing to realize it. But yes, we continue to support the concept of regional integration through infrastructure projects such as AMBO. We are hopeful that it will find the commercial backing that will allow it to move forward. 

UV: Your Excellency, until few years ago, the U.S. were seen by our political leadership as our greatest partner and an "international icon," and they were the most trusted. Now, with this new Government, we see a greater Europeization and "Taiwanization" of Macedonian foreign policy, and all the while, you raise barriers around the Embassy. What is going on with the U.S. - Macedonian relations currently? Ambassador Einik: I am not sure how to characterize it in short-hand. I would say that we do have good relations. We have a very aggressive assistance program, we have good communication with the Government, with the Parliament, with the Presidency. We try to have good relations and communications with the General public as well. I have to say, I think our relations are quite good, and I don't see any reason why they should change. 

UV: LDP leader Goshev, said several days ago, that we, the Macedonians, live in an illusion that we are hardworking, and able, and all the while we manage to survive on 200 German Marks and huge unemployment rate, blaming the neighborhood for our troubles. What is your opinion of Macedonians? Ambassador Einik: I have to say, I am not sure what he was trying to get out in his statement. I have lived in the region for quite some time, and I continue to get impressed by the high level of the intellectual culture of Macedonians. If you look at the quality of the arts here, for example. Modern Macedonian music is very interesting, if you look at some of the things that are going on, techno-ethnic music for instance, it is very interesting. If you look at the quality of the theater, the performances, the staging, the costumes - World standards. If you look at the quality of your artists, it is the same as well. If you look at the average person, I could say that there is no reason why this population should not be able to join Europe culturally, intellectually, or for any other reason. The problems mentioned in terms of high unemployment, the difficulty in work, that sort of thing, to a large extent, I see those as a legacy of the past. Of the system that basically dislocated and twisted the reality of the economy. I don't see any reason why Macedonians should not be able to transition to a Western liberal economic system successfully. Of course, you need some things, you need foreign investment, you need a continuing change in the legal framework that allows a real economic system to take place. That is happening. I am not pessimistic in that context at all. 

UV: Thank you. 

